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PEEFACE. 



I VENTURE to lay before the public the observations 
contained in the following pages, on Dr. Todd's most 
interesting " Memoir of St. Patrick." Having pre- 
sumed to differ widely from many of Dr. Todd's 
views, I must only dare hope that the remarks which 
are here offered — rather as a reply to some of his 
arguments than as a review of his work, or a refuta- 
tion of all that it advances at variance, as it seems to 
me, with what is true — may be considered not wholly 
insufficient to justify my dissent. Perhaps, too, some 
who have hastily adopted all the learned Professor's 
opinions, either as quite congenial to their own, or as 
emanating from a great name, or from being pre- 
sented in a specious form, may be induced, by exami- 
ning these remarks, to suspect that possibly Dr. Todd 
and themselves have been, in some degree, mistaken. 
These remarks may, moreover, be of some service to 
those who feel their long-cherished opinions disturbed 
by the arguments of a writer, whose fallacies they 
have suspected, but which, owing to many circum- 
stances, they have been unable to detect. 

D. G. 
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Within the last few months the attention of all wlio 
feel even the slightest interest in the history of 
Ireland, has been attracted to Dr, Todd's new work.* 
Long before it issued from the press, the highest 
nynnrttntinnf! — wp.rp, enter tained that his promised 



„ 107, „ i, of, wittL 



reader was cheered with the rich treat, of which the 
title-page and preface give splendid promise. For 
the author, reflecting that Irish history is but little 
known, and that even this little knowledge is overlaid 
with many popular mistakes, undertakes to explain, 
at considerable length, certain usages of the ancient 
Church of Ireland, which by some writers have been 

« "St. Patrick, Apostlo of Ire- Todd, D.D. Dublin ; Hodges, 
land : a Memoir of his Life and Smith, and Co. 1864. 
Mission." By James Henthorn 
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greatly misunderstood, and by others concealed or 
kept out of view. In the explanation of these cus- 
toms, and in correcting, as he fancies, popular mis- 
takes, one half of a volume of 500 pages is occupied. 
The plantation of Christianity in Ireland, as recorded 
in the Acts of its first missionaries — Palladius and 
Patrick — fills up the remainder of the volume. 

Whether Dr. Todd's success has come up, or not, 
to public expectation, it would be difl5cult, indeed, to 
overrate the importance of such a contribution, at the 
present time, to our national Church history. The 
grave questions which it discusses, the high literary 
reputation and well-known candour, if not perfect 
impartiality, of its author, and the present ardour 
among all classes for investigating the early ecclesias- 
tical history of our country, claim for Dr. Todd's 
" Memoir of St. Patrick " an attention such as few 
recent publications can command. The history of the 
introduction of Christianity into any country, and of 
the life and labours of its Apostle, ever possesses an 
interest and a charm for those who have derived, under 
God, a knowledge of the saving truths of the Gospel 
from the zeal and devotedness of him by whose mi- 
nistry the standard of the cross was first firmly planted 
among them. It is not alone the rare and almost 
unparalleled veneration of Irishmen for their national 
Apostle, but the very disputes as well, which have 
been raised about the form of Christianity introduced 
by him, that makes them cherish the memory of St. 
Patrick with much more than common enthusiasm. 
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For, whilst a few Protestants faintly claim him as their 
own, all Irish Catholics, at home or in exile, strongly 
repudiate such pretensions, and feel their love for 
their blessed patron intensified by what they regard 
as a mere imposture of adverse polemical writers. To 
those distant ages, when Christianity was yet young 
and fresh in Ireland, Catholics trace back the faith 
and discipline by which they ai'e distinguished, and 
challenge the unproved assertions of those Protestant 
writers, who pretend to have discovered in them the 
early germs of reformed doctrines, and the shadow, 
at least, of that rival Church which the State has 
since imported among us. Dr. Todd, though not pro- 
fessing to decide the controversy, which has been 
carried on since the days of Ussher, has not kept that 
controversy out of view. With much caution, and 
genuine or assumed moderation, he makes the scale 
incline, as we might expect, in favour of that estab- 
lishment of which he is confessedly such an ornament. 
It was, indeed, almost impossible for an author, whose 
large and elaborate introductory dissertation embraces 
so wide a range of almost exclusively ecclesiastical 
topics of Irish history, and who has undertaken to 
write the biography of its great Apostle, to abstain 
from such discussions as must have forced upon him 
the expression of his sentiments as a minister sin- 
cerely attached to the Reformed Church of these king- 
doms. His very disavowal of arriving at conclusions 
from controversial prejudices, is an evidence that he 
felt that some of his conclusions are opposed to the 
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convictions of the great majority of his countrymen. 
Hence, Dr, Todd's " Memoir/' without professing it, 
partakes largely of the character of a controversial 
work ; and this circumstance imparts to it an interest — 
a painful one, indeed — beyond that which a history, 
dealing with no polemical subjects, could be expected 
to possess. 

Before we proceed to take exception to many of the 
statements contained in the " Memoir of St. Patrick," 
it will be well to inform our readers of the great 
mission which Dr. Todd felt himself called upon to 
discharge by engaging in the composition of such a 
work. This work was to be the fruit of a long life, 
largely devoted to the study of Irish archaeology : a 
tribute to the illustrious Apostle of a country, with the 
early records and early language of which he had 
made himself familiar. What Colgan, Ward, Wadding, 
Ussher, Ware, Lanigan, and a long roll of many other 
Irish historians left unaccomplished, it was for him to 
complete. As Niebuhr, after years of careful study 
and laborious research, aimed at reconstructing early 
Eoman history, so Dr. Todd resolved to devote his 
ripe scholarship to the reconstruction of early Irish 
ecclesiastical history. If, however, his success be not 
greater than that of the learned Professor of Bonn, 
he may for a while find much favour with illustrious 
writers and able critics of his own persuasion, but will 
assuredly lose his popularity whenever his views are 
impartially examined by such tests of historical truth 
as even controversial prejudice is not prepared to 
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reject. " All hbtory resolves itself into a knowledge 
of the circumstances in the midst of which events 
occur, and of the events themselves. In an abstract 
point of view, the two are conveniently kept apart, 
although, concretely, they can never appear separated. 
A history which does not enter into the development 
of circumstances at all, and altogether presupposes 
them to be barren, is scarcely conceivable, unless, in- 
deed, it were written for contemporaries alone 

Without a knowledge of the circumstances, in the 
midst of which events take place, the study of history 
is altogether useless."* We shall have occasion to 
apply to some of Dr. Todd's assertions this important 
principle, which all scholars, without any exception 
of class or creed, adopt, and to see whether he has not 
perverted some of the facts of early Irish history, by 
concealing or keeping out of view the circumstances 
by which they were surrounded. 



♦ Alle Gcschichte zerfiillt in 
die Kentoiss der ZustHnde und 
die der Ercignisse ; beide sind 
In der Abstraction zweckmassig 
getrcnnt, wenn sie anch im Con- 
creten nie gesondert ersclieinen 
kounen. Eine Geschichto die sio 
gar nicht auf die Entwicklnng 
der ZustUnde cinlusst, sie als dur- 
chaus bekannt voraussetzt, ist 
kaum denkbar, nnr wenn man 
ansschliesslich fiir Gleichzeitige 
scbreiben sollte Ohne 



alio Bekanntscbaft mit dem Zus- 
tande dessen woran die Ercignisse 
vorgcben ist die Berschiiftigung 
mit der Geschicbte durchaus ver- 
loren. See VOrtrage iiher alte 
Ldnder-und Volkerkunde. Von 
B. G. NiEBUHR, Berlin, 1851, 
under the heading Vorheimrkun- 
gen, p. 1. Or, see Dr. Leonhard 
ScHMiTz's translation of the above 
Lectures of Niebuhr, published 
in Edinburgh, in 2 vols. 8vo, 
1853. 
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HOW DR. TODD HAS RECONSTRUCTED THE EARLY 
ECCLESIASTICAL HISTORY OF IRELAND. 

If Dr. Todd's peculiar views are to be accepted as 
historical truths, then, indeed, whatever pride Irish- 
men may have hitherto felt in their early Church, has 
been, to a great degree, the mere result of national 
vanity. For, 1^ Diocesan jurisdiction did not exist 
in Ireland before the beginning of the twelfth century'; 
2®. The Irish Church began to decline at that very 
period — the sixth and seventh centuries — which has 
been always regarded as the most brilliant era of the 
faith, morals, discipline, and learning of ancient Ire- 
land ; 3**. St. Patrick, who was called of God to purge 
Ireland of superstition, and the most distinguished 
early saints of Ireland, were themselves not untinged 
by superstition ; 4**. St. Patrick was illiterate and 
ignorant, and enjoyed no such advantages as his sup- 
posed education under the care of St. Germanus 
would have been calculated to confer upon him ; 
5**. St. Patrick had no commission from Pope Celes- 
tine to carry the Gospel truths to Ireland ; 6^ Such 
ancient records as can at all be relied upon, supply 
the biographer of Ireland's patron saint with no satis- 
factory information concerning the code of doctrines 
taught by him, or the discipline which he introduced. 
This summary is but an imperfect sketch of Dr. Todd's 
powers of recasting the obsolete forms of early Irish 
history. As we proceed, some other not less startling 
discoveries of the distinguished Professor will be 
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brought under notice. That we may avoid the suspi- 
cion of misrepresenting Dr. Todd from any misappre- 
hension of his meaning, or from any sinister purpose, 
we shall allow him, in every case, to speak for himself. 
I. " The history of the Irish episcopal successions," 
writes Dr. Todd (p. 1, Introd. Dis.), "divides itself 
into two distinct and well-defined periods. The first 
period embraces the primitive ages, from the earliest 
plantation of Christianity in the island to the estab- 
lishment of archiepiscopal and diocesan jurisdiction, 
in the beginning of the twelfth century. The second 
period extends from the twelfth century to the pre- 
sent day." And again, at page 27: " From the fore- 
going facts and anecdotes, no doubt can remain in 
the mind of any unprejudiced reader, that the normal 
state of episcopacy in Ireland was, as we have de- 
scribed, non-diocesan, each bishop acting indepen- 
dently, or subject only to the abbot of his monastery, 
or, in the spirit of clanship, to his chieftain." Lest 
the reader should suppose that Dr. Todd makes use of 
the term " non-diocesan," to the exclusion merely of 
all duly-recognized archiepiscopal jurisdiction, but 
not as opposed to the existence of dioceses or fixed 
districts for the exercise of episcopal jurisdiction, be 
it observed that (at page 2) he has adopted, for the 
expression of his own opinion, the language of St. 
Anselm, "bishops are appointed without any fixed 
place of episcopal jurisdiction ;" that (at page 3) he 
affirms " that it is certain that in the early period of 
which we are speaking, bishops without sees or dioceses 
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were very numerous in Ireland ;" that, again (at page 
21) he writes that there was an " absence of diocesan 
jurisdiction and local episcopal successions in the 
early ages of the Church in Ireland f and lower down, 
in the same page, " during the early period of which 
we are speaking, the Irish bishops had no regular 
succession or jurisdiction." At page 93, we are told 
that " St. Patrick and his followers, the first order 
of saints, in their efforts to evangelize the country, 
adopted the plan of consecrating and sending forth a 
great number of bishops, without fixed sees," and that 
in the whole of this " catalogue,"* " there is not the 
smallest allusion to diocesan or archiepiscopal juris- 
diction." 

DR. TODD'S NON-DIOCESAN THEORY ^CONSIDERED. 

Let us now see how Dr. Todd has attempted to 
prove his theory of an absence of all diocesan juris- 
diction in Ireland, from the earliest plantation of 
Christianity in the island to the beginning of the 
twelfth century. His first witness is St. Anselm, 
Archbishop of Canterbury (tll09), who, in one of 
his letters to Murtagh O'Brien, nominal King of Ire- 
land in the beginning of the twelfth century, writes, 
"if is also saidj that bishops in your country are 

* A remarkable " Catalogue vol. vi. p. 477, sq. See also 

of the early Irish Saints" was Fleming's Collectanea Sacra: 

published by Ussher in his BisseH. Axt. iii. pp. 430,481, 

"Antiquities of the British nn. 78,79,80. Lovanii, 1667. 
Churches." SeeUssher's AVorks, 
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elected at random, and appointed without any fixed 
place of episcopal jurisdiction."* Surely this is not 
evidence. It is a mere hearsay statement — item 
dicitur. Such is the phrase used by St. Anselm, 
The charge may have been quite an unfounded one ; 
or, if not altogether untrue, most probably highly 
exaggerated. The Archbishops of Canterbury had 
acquired a metropolitical jurisdiction over the sees of 
Dublin, Waterford, and Limerick, when the Danes of 
these cities, after the Norman conquest of England, 
subjected their bishops to that see ;t and Anselm re- 
ceived his information of the abuses said to have 
prevailed in the Irish Church from those who had not 
yet forgotten or forgiven the signal overthrow of their 
ancestors on the plains of Clontarf (1014). 

Again, it is by no means certain that the bishops, 
or, at least, many of them, of whose irregular ordi- 
nation Anselm complains, did not belong to a class 
of ecclesiastics called Chorepiscopit Such an order 



* " Item dicitur , episcopos in 
terra vestra passim eUgi, et sine 
certo episcopatus loco constitui." 
See Epistola Ansdmi Cant Ar- 
chiep. ad Muriardachum Hib. 
regem. Ap. Ussher, Epist. 
xxxvi. of the Sylloge, p. 523, 
vol. iv. of his Works. 

t See Lanigan's Ecc, Hist, 
of Irelandy vol. iii. c. xxiv. § 
viii. p. 464. 

X SeeLuDOVicusTnoMASSiNus 
(Thomassin), Vetiia et Nova Ec- 



clesice Disciplina, De Beneficiis, 
part. J. lib. ii. cap i. Be Chov- 
episcopis per octo priora Ecclesice 
Sceculaj pp. 210-213 ; Lucjb, 
1728. WiTASSE, De Confirma- 
tione, apud Curs. Oomp. Theol. 
vol. xxi. p. 1004 ; Migne, Paris, 
1840. Hallter, De Sacris Elec- 
tionibas ct Ordinationibns, ib. 
vol. xxiv. p. 898, sq. Bellar- 
MiNUs, Do Clericis, Tom. ii. lib. 
i. c. xvii. ColonioB AgrippinaD, 
1 620. Natalis Alexander, 
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of ecclesiastics, it is well known to all readers of 
Church history, existed for several centuries both in 
the East and West. The order appeared in the East, 
about the end of the third or beginning of the fourth 
century, and was gradually introduced into several 
parts of the West. In the fifth century, we find the 
first mention made of this institution in the western 
Church. Armentarius, the deposed Bishop of Embrun, 
was permitted by the synod of Riez, held in the year 
439, to enjoy the title of Chorepiscopus. In the 
East, this institution ceased to exist, in its primitive 
form, in the time of Balsamon.* In most parts of 
the West, the institution was abandoned about the 
middle of the tenth century. Much diversity of 
opinion prevails among historians and theologians as 
to the order — sacerdotal or episcopal — to which the 
Chorepiscopi belonged. Those who have most carefully 
investigated the subject, hold that the Chorepiscopi, 
as such, were not bishops, and, generally speaking, 
were priests only. Some bishops, indeed, who could 
not get possession of the sees for which they had been 
consecrated, were allowed to serve as Chorepiscopi, 
under any bishop who might choose to employ them. 



Hist. Eccl. Tom. iv. p. 750, sq. 
Lucae, 1760. Morinus, De Sa^ 
cris Ordinationihus in Exercit. 
iv. de Chorepiscopis eorum orig. 
offic, et durat. Pars iii. fol. Ant- 
verpiae, 1695. 

* See Biograph, Univer. par 
F. X. DE Feller, Paris, 1847, 



where we find* that f* Balsamon 
(Theodore) diacre, garde des 
chartes de I'eglise de Constan- 
tinople, et ensnite patriarch e 
d'Antioche pour les Grecs, com- 
mentaleNomocanon de Photius. 
. , , . II mourut vers 1214." 
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Some bishops, too, who repented of their adhesion to 
schism, were admitted to the rank of Chorepiscopi. 
Such a provision was made by the Council of Nicsea,* 
for Novatian bishops returning to the Catholic Church. 
The Chorepiscopi were charged with the care of rural 
districts, made reports to the bishop, could ordain 
inferior clerics, superintended the clergy of their dis- 
tricts, and gave them letters of peace, called irenical 
(elpTjviKal iTTiffToXal). If such au ordcr of ecclesiastics 
existed in Ireland during the eleventh and twelfth 
centuries, the testimony of St. Anselm in favour of 
Dr. Todd's theory of non-diocesan jurisdiction, is very 
much weakened by that fact. Dr. Todd plainly ignores 
such an institution in Ireland at this period. He 
has been almost entirely silent on a question so full 
of interest for the issue to which he is pledged. He 
was bound at least to treat Dr. Lanigan'st view of 
this subject with more consideration. It is, indeed, 
to be regretted that Dr. Lanigan, who speaks so con- 
fidently, and, no doubt, with the deepest conviction 
of the truth of what he expressed, has omitted the 
arguments on which his opinion was so correctly 
formed. This omission I shall endeavour to supply. 
V. It is not too bold a conjecture to say, that a 



* See Can. viii. Cone. Nicseni, clero : et ne in una civitate duo 

Hard. Coll. torn. i. pp. 431-433 : sint episcopi." 

" Si vero non placuerit, inveniat f See his Ecclesiastical History 

ei locum, ut sit in parochia clior- of Ireland, vol. ii. c. xi. note 

episcopus aut presbyter, dum- 104, pp. 128, 129. 
modo permanere videatur in 
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very strong presumption in favour of the existence of 
such an order in Ireland, is derived from the fact, 
that it prevailed for many centuries in eastern and 
western Christendom. The argument of analogy holds 
good in history as in most departments of science and 
literature. Doubts, that cannot be cleared up by an 
absolute and independent search after the usages of a 
particular Church, may sometimes be removed, by 
examining the natural affinities of the particular 
Church with other Churches to which it stands closely 
related. It is no arbitrary rule that repudiates the 
principle of isolation in investigating the doctrine and 
discipline of any distinct portion of the Church. 
Philology and Ethnography derive their most reliable 
and most valuable results, from tracing the analogies 
of cognate languages and kindred races. But how 
much closer is the connexion between the forms of 
Christianity established in the various parts of Chris- 
tendom, than between nations and tongues bearing a 
family likeness ? Religion is propagated by commu- 
nication. Christianity is not indigenous to the soil. 
Descended from heaven, and cradled in Judaea, it went 
forth to all the ends of the earth, heralded by the 
Apostles and their successors. Travelling westward, 
it found its way into Ireland, and was deeply rooted 
there by the labours of St. Patrick. Such as he 
received it, such he delivered it : in dogma, without 
the slightest modification ; in discipline, unaltered in 
its essentials, and accommodated at most to the press- 
ing exigencies of the times. Those early ties, by 
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M?hich the faith in Ireland was at first united with 
what Dr. Todd is prepared to understand by the 
" common Christianity ^ of those remote ages, were 
certainly not severed by the constant and friendly 
intercourse of Irish ecclesiastics with foreign Churches 
at a later period. If, then, we discover a common 
usage in the East and West, there arises a very 
strong presumption, that a similar usage must have 
sometimes prevailed in the Irish Church. Hence, it 
would be strange, indeed, if Ireland never adopted 
the institution of " Chorepiscopi," known so well for 
centuries in the rest of Christendom. 

2^ Evident traces of the existence of the chor- 
episcopal order in Ireland, may be discovered in the 
diversity of practice in episcopal consecration, recorded 
in our annals. We find that some bishops were con- 
secrated by three bishops, in conformity with the 4th* 
Canon of the first General Council of Nicsea, and other 
bishops (Chorepiscopi) by a single bishop, in accor- 
dance with the lOtht Canon of the Council of Antioch. 
Without discussing the question, whether it may be 
well doubted, as Dr. Todd holds, at p. 83, that the 
Irish Church, prior to the sixth century, received the 
canons which required the presence of at least three 

* " Oportet episcopum max- nem," — Harduin, Acta Cone, 

ime qaidem ab omnibus qui sunt torn. i. p. 431. 

in provincia episcopis ordinari. !••••" Chorepiscopum vero 

Si vero hoc difficile fuerit, . . . civitatis episcopus ordinet, cui 

certe omni modo tres episcopi in ille subjectus est." — See Can, x. 

nnnm debent esse congregati Cone. Antioch (a.d. 341), in Har- 

. . . . et ita faciant ordinatio- duin's Acta Cone. torn. i. p. 597. 

B 
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bishops at the consecration of a bishop, there can be 
no doubt, that long after the plea of ignorance or 
necessity could excuse the practice, bishops are said 
to have been ordained by a single bishop. When, 
therefore, the Irish Church is charged with a violation 
of some of the most important canons of the Church, 
at a time when such canons were everywhere known 
and observed, and as guilty of this violation without 
any necessity, since it had bishops in excess, thb 
charge, unless it be utterly groundless, clearly points 
to the distinction, then observed in Ireland, between 
episcopal and chorepiscopal consecration ; and, though 
confounding together rites so different, and proceeding 
upon the erroneous assumption to which this confu- 
sion gave rise, proves indirectly the existence of a 
chorepiscopal order in this country. 

3^ Without insisting too strongly on the preceding 
views of this matter, I feel quite confident that every 
impartial reader will find in the proof, which I have 
now to submit to his judgment, abundant evidence of 
the existence of the institution of Chorepiscopi in 
Ireland during Anselm's time. In the year 1216, 
Simon Kochfort,* Bishop of Meath,t held a synod in 
his cathedral church at Newtown, near Trim. The 

^SeeHABRis^s Ware^ a Bishops^ come intimately acquainted with 

p. 141. the history of this important 

t For a short account of the diocese, must read Rev. A. Co- 
diocese of Meath, see Harris's gan*s most valuable and learned 
Ware's Bishops, p. 135, and work, The Diocese of Meath, 
Lanioan, iv. p. 42, and pp. 322, Ancient and Modem, vol. i. 
328. Whoever desires to be- Dublin, 1862. 
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constitutions and canons of this synod are published 
in Wilkins' "Concilia/' torn. i. p. 547. One of these 
constitutions refers to a decree of a great council held 
at Kells, in Meath, under Cardinal Paparo, in the year 
1152, enacting, that upon the death of Chorepiscopi, 
and of bishops possessed of small sees in Ireland, 
archpresbyters shall be appointed by the diocesan to 
succeed them, and to superintend the clergy and laity 
in their respective districts.* Thus we see that the 
institution of Chorepiscopi was in full operation in 
1152. Could it have been introduced since the time 
of Anselni (1093-1109)? Certainly not. Kefor- 
matory measures for the improvement of the Irish 
Church, especially in the government of dioceses, 
were introduced early in the twelfth century, even 
upon Dr. Todd's own admission. The zealous eflforts 
to re-organize the Irish Church, and to restore its 



* " Cum Dominus Johannes 
Paparo, presbyter Cardinalis ti- 
tali S. Laurentii in Damaso, 
Snmmi Pontificis et Domini nos- 
tri Eugenii III. legatus in Hiber- 
nia, in synodo generaU tenta 
apnd Eenanas in Midi a, anno 
gratiffi MGLii., inter alias salnbres 
constitntiones, tunc et ibidem 
factas, ordinaverit, ut deceden- 
tibus chorepiscopis, et exiliorum 
sedium episcopis in Hibernia, in 
eorum locum eligerentur et suc- 
cederent archipresbyteri a dioe- 
cesanis constitaendi, qui cleri et 
plebis solicitudinem gerant infra 



suos limites, et ut eorum sedes in 
totidem capita decanatuum rura- 
lium erigerentur ; idcirco nos 
episcopus antedictus ejusordina* 
tioni morem gereutes, statuimus 
et ordinamus prout sequitur." 
See " Constitntiones factse in 
Ecclesia Cathedrali SS. Petri et 
Pauli novae villse juxta Athru- 
miam, per Simonem, Dei gratia 
episcopum Midensem, in synodo 
ibidem tenta anno mccxvi. Ex 
MS. penes Johannem episcopum 
Klogherensem/' apud Wilkins, 
Concilia, tom. i. p. 547. 



20 THE ANCIENT CHURCH OP IRELAND. 

former splendour, made by Celsus, Archbishop of 
Armagh (1106-29) ; by Gillebert, Bishop of Limerick, 
and Papal Legate (1110-40) ; by St. Malachy, who 
adorned the Irish episcopacy from 1124 to 1148 ; 
by Gelasius, Archbishop of Armagh (1137-74), need 
not be recorded here. And it is scarcely necessary 
to add, that the synod of Rathbreasil (1118), among 
other measures, passed a decree for the regular divi- 
sion and more strictly defined boundaries of dioceses. 
Under such circumstances it would have been impos- 
sible for the order of Chorepiscopi to find its way into 
Ireland for the first time. The institution had grown 
obsolete in the East and West. Though for several 
centuries it may have worked satisfactorily, it fell 
into disrepute in consequence of certain abuses which 
it occasioned. Was it, then, when reform commenced 
in Ireland, and with such eminent men engaged in 
carrying out this reform, that an order of ecclesiastics, 
discarded in the rest of the Church, appeared, for the 
first time, among us ? No reasonable man would hold 
such an opinion. It must, then, have sprung up in 
Ireland before the twelfth century ; and its introduc- 
tion here may not unreasonably be regarded as almost 
contemporaneous with its introduction into the other 
parts of the Western Church. The uninterrupted and 
frequent intercourse between the Church in Ireland and 
the other Churches in Europe, must have made Irish 
ecclesiastics acquainted, in the fifth or sixth century, 
with the chorepiscopal order ; and the same advan- 
tages that commended it to foreign bishops, must 



THE ANCIENT CHURCH OP IRELAND. 21 

have induced our own to adopt it. The unhappy con- 
dition of our Church during the tenth and eleventh 
centuries, the strong attachment to established 
usages which characterized it in its earliest period, 
and the absence, possibly, in Ireland, of the incon- 
veniences which elsewhere attended the chorepiscopal 
institution, secured it a continuance in this country 
after it had ceased to exist in other parts. The limits 
of this paper, which is not meant to be an historical 
dissertation, make it necessary to omit a fuller inquiry 
on this subject. But enough has been said to show, 
that those episcopal ordinations, so censured by 
Anselm, must have been, in most instances, not at 
all the irregular ordinations that he supposed them to 
be. He was led to believe that bishops proper, not 
Chorepiscopi, were commonly ordained without fixed 
sees. He was not aware that the ecclesiastics, thus 
ordained without fixed sees, were not, some few, per- 
haps, excepted, bishops at all. It may, however, be 
said,* that if the Irish distinguished between ordi- 
naries and Chorepiscopi, the learned English Primate, 
St. Anselm, must have been aware of the distinction. 
It is easy to meet this diflSiculty. (a) St. Anselm writes 
upon a hearsay report, commonly not a very reliable 
source of information, (b) It was not quite so easy, in 
his days, to obtain accurate information on the local 

• Said, — This objection and Chorepiscopi, has been ad- 

against Lanigan's opinion re- vanced bj Robert King, A.B., in 

garding the distinction, observed his Church History of Ireland, 

by the ancient Irish Church, be- vol. iii, p. 1013. 
tween bishops, properly so called, 
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usages of a remote Church ; and such was Ireland in 
relation to Canterbury in the beginning of the twelfth 
centuiy. (c) He maj have derived his information 
from persons who designedly concealed all the exte- 
nuating circumstances, or concerned themselves but 
slightly about the truth of the charges preferred by 
them against the Irish Church, {d) Chorepiscopi, as 
proved, existed in Ireland in Anselm's time ; and if 
his silence on the subject must be interpreted as igno- 
rance, he was then really ignorant upon this point. 
But adopt with Dr. Todd this hearsay evidence of 
Anselm, and push it to its extremest limit, then we 
must admit that the Irish bishops were not only with- 
out a diocese, but without a flock. " Honor quoque 
episcopolis ^ — we quote from Anselm * — " non parum 
vilescit dum is ad pontificatum assumitur, qui ordi- 
iiatus, quo divertaty vd cui per episcopale ministerium 
eerto prcesideaty nescit" " Moreover, the episcopal 
dignity is greatly depressed, by raising to the rank 
of bishops those who, when consecrated, know not 
whither to turn, nor over whom they can, with cer- 
tainty, exercise their episcopal authority." Now, 
even in Dr. Todd's theory, the condition of the Irish 
episcopacy was not quite so bad. If he deprives 
them of dioceses, he has left them flocks. St. Anselm 
denies to them both a district and a congi*egation. 
Why has Dr. Todd accepted but partially the sup- 
posed views of Anselm ? We have been unable to 

t See Epistola xxxvi. of SyUoge^ in his Works, vol. iv. 
Ussher's Veter, EpisL Hiher. p. 524. 
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discover that he has assigned any reason for admit- 
ting the testimony of Anselm to prove one part of 
his theory, and for rejecting this self-same testimony 
because it disproves another. 

4^ That the testimony of Anselm should prove 
Dr. Todd's theory, it would be necessary for the Pro- 
fessor to demonstrate that the abuse of which the 
archbishop complains, extended to all episcopal ap- 
pointments in Ireland. The charge, however, unfor- 
tunately for the theory which we dispute, is too 
vaguely preferred to warrant any such attempt. St. 
Anselm does not say that it was even rumoured that 
there was no diocesan jurisdiction in Ireland, or that 
no bishops were consecrated there to preside over fixed 
sees. The consecration of some bishops, who, though 
belonging to the episcopal order, were not entitled to 
exercise the jurisdiction of canonically-instituted or- 
dinaries of dioceses, or even of many^ indiscriminately 
chosen, who, whilst they are styled bishops, were only 
members of the chorepiscopal rank, may have been a 
great abuse, but not an abuse that was incompatible 
with diocesan jurisdiction. For it could be easily 
shown that in those parts of the Church where dio- 
cesan and metropolitical jurisdiction unquestionably 
prevailed, there existed a custom, not uniform, indeed, 
under all respects, of employing in the service of the 
Church, a class of ecclesiastics of whom some only 
were bishops, most being but priests, called Chor- 
cpiscopi. These enjoyed a more or less extensive 
authority, yet none of them exercised that of bishops 
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acting with ordinary diocesan jurisdiction. It was so 
in the East It was so in Spain. Especially was it 
so in the Galilean Church. Why shoold it not have 
been so in Ireland as well? 

5^ Making every concession to Dr. Todd in favonr 
of his first witness, yet do we hold that such evidence 
is very far from proving his theory — ^that from the 
earliest plantation of Christianity in Ireland to the 
beginning of the twelfth century, diocesan jurisdiction 
did not exist in the Irish Church. For the testimony 
of a writer who died in the beginning of the twelfth 
century (1109), and who speaks only on hearsay 
evidence of the state of the Irish Church, as he found 
it in his own time, cannot be admitted in proof of 
such usages as may have existed some centuries before 
he lived, and to which usages he does not make the 
slightest reference. We must, therefore, claim to be 
regarded as an unprejudiced reader of Dr. Todd's 
" Memoir,** though a doubt still remains in our minds 
as to the sufficiency of his first witness to establish the 
fact, that the normal state of the episcopacy in the 
early Irish Church was non-diocesan. On this point 
we must remain sceptical, until Dr. Todd has proved : 
P. That the charge made by Anselm against the 
Church in Ireland was not altogether unfounded; 
2^ That if not false, it was not enormously exag- 
gerated; 3^ That the bishops, of whose irregular 
ordination the complaint was made, were bishops 
proper, and not merely chorepiscopal ; 4^ That the 
charge, if true, does not prove more than Dr. Todd 
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is willing to admit ; 5^ That the complaint had refer- 
ence to a system, and not to exceptional abuses ; 
6®. That the practice complained of prevailed in Ire- 
land from the first introduction of Christianity into 
this country. Whenever Dr. Todd establishes these 
points, we do not feel that we are influenced by any 
prejudice which is likely to withhold our adhesion to 
his theory. As the great events of history cannot be 
understood, if the circumstances by which they have 
been surrounded are either designedly concealed or 
kept out of view, some light, necessary to form an 
accurate estimate of the statement contained in An- 
selm's letter, will be obtained, by bearing in mind 
that Anselm derived his information from sources 
that were unfriendly to the Irish, and upon which he 
did not himself confidently rely ; by recollecting that 
Anselm may, from want of knowledge of the cus- 
toms of the Irish Church, have mistaken the nature 
of the abuses complained of; by remembering that 
his complaints had reference only to the abnormal 
condition of a Church just emerging from that state 
of disorganization to which it was reduced for two 
centuries by the Scandinavian robbers, who descended 
on its shores, in 894, and continued to rob, bum, and 
massacre, till victory crowned the efibrts of Brian 
Boroimhe, in the ever-memorable year of 1014. 

The next argument upon which Dr. Todd tries to 
sustain his theory of non-diocesan jurisdiction, is 
taken from the tenth chapter of St. Bernard, " De 
Vita Malachia." In " language, perhaps too strong," 
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writes Dr. Todd, at p. 2, "he complains of the cor- 
rupt state of the Church in Ireland;" for, he (St. 
Bernard) adds, " bishops were changed and multi- 
plied at the pleasure of the metropolitan — a thing 
unheard of since the beginning of Christianity — with- 
out order, without reason ; so that one bishopric was 
not content with a single bishop, but almost every 
church had its separate bishop." We candidly avow 
our utter inability to discover in this passage from St. 
Bernard any evidence calculated to induce an unpre- 
judiced reader to adopt the " theory" that " from the 
earliest plantation of Christianity in Ireland to the 
beginning of the twelfth century diocesan jurisdiction 
did not exist in Ireland." Here the learned author 
of the " Memoir" seems to imitate too faithfully the 
very class of writers so strongly censured by him 
(Preface, iv., v.) — those who deal in premises from 
which the conclusions deduced do not follow. For, 
scrutinize and analyze as you may, sift, resolve, 
dissect, till your head aches with the strain of thought, 
and your pursuit after Dr. Todd's conclusion in the 
premises, borrowed from the Abbot of Clairvaux, must 
for ever be an utterly hopeless inquiry. Dr. Todd 
is unfortunate in having brought forward a witness 
who not only does not prove his point, but who may 
be fairly regarded as proving the contrary. For, St. 
Bernard, in the very passage cited, assumes the exis- 
tence of metropolitical and diocesan jurisdiction, and 
takes it for granted that the irregularities, which he 
deplores, are not incompatible with that very form 
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of hierarchical government, the absence of which, 
Dr. Todd concludes, may be clearly inferred from his 
highly-coloured animadversions on the state of the 
Irish Church. He speaks of a " metropolitan," of 
" bishoprics," of " churches having separate bishops," 
— the very constituent elements of that form of eccle- 
siastical government which is contradictorily opposed 
to Dr. Todd's " non-diocesan theory." It would be 
beside our purpose to show how far the reproof of the 
panegyrist of St. Malachy might be qualified. We 
have only to deal with the passage cited in favour of 
the " theory ;" and to what we have already said we 
may add this remark, that, were it necessary to be at 
further pains to justify our repudiation of this second 
argument of Dr. Todd, we might repeat much of 
what has been written concerning the testimony of 
St. Anselm. 

At p. 3, Dr. Todd writes : " How far this state of 
things (a non-diocesan episcopacy) in Ireland was in 
its origin rendered necessary by the civil or political 
circumstances of the country, may be difficult to 
prove. But it is certain, that in the early period of 
which we are speaking, bishops without sees or dio- 
ceses were very numerous in Ireland. Except in 
Armagh, Trim, and one or two other places, no lands 
or other endowments were set apart for their sup- 
port." This is, indeed, a rather novel sort of argument 
against diocesan jurisdiction — an absence of landed 
or other endowments, involving an absence of regular 
territorial jurisdiction in bishops ! Where are the 
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landed or other endowments of the present Catholic 
hierarchy in Ireland or England? Who can point 
out the broad acres, the funded revenues, the sure 
rentals of the martyr bishops of the three first cen- 
turies, when the might of the Caesars, and the ever- 
ready resources of astute and unscrupulous pagan 
philosophers, opposed a barrier humanly impassible to 
the diflFusion of Christianity? Was there then no 
duly organized hierarchy, no diocesan and metro- 
political jurisdiction ? I will not taunt the learned 
author of the " Memoir " by repeating a question, to 
which every tyro in history knows there can be given 
but one unqualified answer. Is it possible to suppose 
— for I almost shrink from the very suspicion of it — 
that such an enlightened scholar has been so long 
accustomed to connect large revenues with episcopal 
appointments, and so to confound things of earth with 
those of heaven — the temporal with the spiritual — as 
to forget the old familiar way in which the Ignatiuses, 
the Poly carps, the Irenaeuses, and the Cyprians, &c., 
were supported in their dioceses by the voluntary and 
generous gifts of their flocks, and how the surplus of 
these donations was divided among the poor and the 
inferior clergy, or expended in building, repairing, 
and decorating Christian temples ? 

I must here briefly advert to a strange oversight, 
if not a positive mistake, into which the distinguished 
author of the " Memoir" has fallen, at p. 4, n. 1, and 
again at p. 488. He argues from the use of the phrase 
" mos antiquus," in the 25th canon of the synod, 
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entitled, "Synodus Episcoporum, ie.^ Patricii, Auxilii 
et Isernini," that it was quite impossible that this 
canon could have been enacted by St. Patrick ; for, 
he shrewdly observes, there could have been no " mos 
antiquus" in Ireland in Patrick's time. This is a 
very true, but by no means a very pertinent remark. 
The canon does not speak of a " mos antiquus " in 
Irdandy but refers to the ancient usage, elsewhere 
observed in the Church, and henceforth to be adopted 
in Ireland. The canon is as follows : " Si quae a 
religiosis hominibus donata fuerint diebus illis, quibus 
Pontifex in singulis habitaverit Ecclesiis, pontificalia 
dona, sicut mos antiquus^ ordinare ad episcopum per- 
tinebunt sive ad usum necessarium, sive egentibus 
distribuendum prout ipse episcopus moderabit ?"* 

It is evident, that a rule is here laid down for the 
due dispensation of the oflFerings made by the pious 
faithful to bishops ministering in their dioceses. That 
rule is no innovation ; it is the old and long-estab- 
lished practice of the Church — not of the Church in 
Ireland, as yet in its infancy only, but of the parent 
Church of Rome, and of all Churches in Christendom 
affiliated to it. When a writer undertakes to recon- 
struct history, he would inspire much more confidence 
in his powers for the execution of the task, by avoiding 
all mistakes like that now brought under notice. An 

• The collection of canons, Ware, and Wilkins. See also 

entitled ^^Synodus Episcoporum^ Villanueva, Opusc, S. Patri-' 

i.e. PcUriciiy AttocUii et Iseminiy* ctV, Dablin, 1835, p. 4. 
has been published by Spelman, 
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error of this kind, though seemingly of small moment, 
is, in truth, far from being trivial. It strikes at the 
genuineness of some of the most important records of 
the early ecclesiastical history of Ireland, and tends 
to defeat what should be the highest aim of every 
sincere and candid scholar — the honest search after 
truth. 

At page 43, Dr. Todd proceeds to say — "From 
this passage we may evidently conclude, that the 
supposed peculiarity of the Irish Church, with respect 
to episcopal jurisdiction, was then (a.d. 816) well 
known in England, seeing it is made an objection to 
the ministry of an Irish bishop travelling, or seeking 
employment elsewhere, that in his own country there 
were no dioceses, properly so called, no regular epis- 
copal or archiepiscopal jurisdiction, and no limit or 
canonical restraint upon the consecration of bishops." 
The passage referred to is taken from the fifth canon 
of the synod of Cealcy the.* As this seems to be the 
strongest argument, even in the opinion of the learned 
writer of the "Memoir," in favour of the "non- 
diocesan theory," let us examine it somewhat narrowly. 
Here is the text, as found in Harduin (Concil. tom. 
iv. p. 1220) :— " Interdictum est : ut nuUus permit- 
tatur de genere Scotorumt in alicujus dioecesi sacrum 

* See Lanigan's Ecclesiastical and some central part of Eng- 

History of Ireland^ vol. iii. pp. land, have been suggested by 

275, 276. It is not ascertained different authors, 
where Cealcy the, or Ce-licyth f Scotorumt i.e., of the Irish. 

was situate. Kent, Lancashire, We know from Bede, Adamnan,' 
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sibi ministerium usurpare : neque ei consentire liceat 
ex sacro ordine aliquid attingere vel ab eis accipere 
in baptismo, aut in celebratione Missarum, vel etiam 
Eucharistiam populo praebere : quia incertum est 
nobis unde et a quo ordinentur. Scimus quomodo in 
canonibus praecipitur, ut nullus episcoporura (vel) 
presbyterorura invadere tentaverit alius parochiam, 
nisi cum consensu proprii episcopi. Tanto magis 
respuendum est ab aliis nationibus sacra ministeria 
percipere, cum quibus nullus ordo metropolitanis, nee 
honor aliis habeatur." This canon has been very 
loosely paraphrased by Dr. Todd. For what reason 
does he restrict the reference of the decree to bishops ? 
A wider interpretation is manifestly required by the 
terms of the canon, " nullus . . . Scotorum f by the 
reference to earlier decrees, " nullus episcoporum (vel) 
presbyterorum ;" by the usages of the times, which 
then allowed priests to baptize, and celebrate public 
Masses ; and by the common evils which drove into 
foreign asylums both priests and bishops from Ireland, 
when Danish and other Norse adventurers deprived 
them of their homes and of their employments. 
Again, the argument of Dr. Todd is clouded and 



and other authorities, that the DoraiDicana, caput prim, prseamb. 

Irish were then (ninth century) §§ iii. iv. ; and Britannicarum 

called Scotif and Ireland Scotia^ Eccles. Antiq. a Jacobo Usserio, 

See Dr. Todd's "Memoir of St. Lond. 1687, c. xvi. p. 379, sq., 

Patrick," p. 41, note 3 ; Lanigan, or his Works^ by C. R. Elring- 

JScc. Hist. vol. iii. p. 220, sq., ton, D.D,, Dublin, 1847, Yol.vi. 

and vol. iv. p. 5 ; Hibernia c. xvi. p. 269, sq. 
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obscured, by his making what he assumes to be the 
second motive of this severe sentence of the synod — 
"because they scrupled not to enter other dioceses 
without the consent of the diocesan " — a part of what 
he qualifies as a third motive — namely, " we know it 
to be enjoined in the canons, that no bishop or priest 
venture upon the parish of another without the con- 
sent of his own bishop,'' Nor will it serve Dr. Todd's 
purpose to reply, that the second motive is really a 
distinct one, though, at the same time, a necessary 
preamble to the third, and therefore to be repeated in 
assigning the third motive of the synod ; for I hope to 
be able to show, that the canon admits of a very 
different interpretation from that given by Dr. Todd, 
and that he is not clearly warranted in putting for- 
ward, as a distinct motive for the decree of the synod, 
what, in his analysis of the canon, is called the second 
reason. Moreover, the clause, " nisi cum consensu 
proprii episcopi," has strangely embarrassed Dr. Todd. 
In one place it is " the consent of the diocesan," in 
another, "the consent of his own bishop," that is 
required. Now, not to enter other dioceses without 
" the consent of the diocesan," has a very different 
meaning from not to enter other dioceses "without 
the consent of one's own bishop." 

With these remarks, which create no highly favour- 
able impression of Dr. Todd's qualifications as a 
canonist, were he to be judged by this specimen alone, 
we come to examine whether any evident argument 
can be derived from this enactment of the synod of 
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Cealcythe against diocesan jurisdiction in Ireland. 
Dr. Todd, adopting the phrase " nisi cum consensu 
proprii episcopi," as requiring " the consent of one's 
own bishop," decides the meaning of the canon to be 
as follows : — " The canons prohibit any priest or 
bishop from entering the parish or diocese of another 
without his own bishop's or metropolitan's consent ; 
how, then, can we receive the ministry of those who, 
in their own country, acknowledge neither metropoli- 
tical nor diocesan jurisdiction, and, therefore, can 
bring no authorization or consent from their own 
bishops ?"* Now, I contend that a part of this inter- 
pretation is not true, and that the inference is most 
dubious. The consent required in the text is evi- 
dently the consent of the bishop of the diocese in 
which the foreign bishop or priest wishes to exercise 
his ministry. The want of authorization and testimo- 
nials from the bishop of the country abandoned by 
the strangers, is sufficiently indicated by that part of 
the canon in which occurs the phrase " quia incertum 
est nobis, unde et an ab aliquo ordinentur." Had 
the Irish ecclesiastics who fled to Britain in exile, 
or withdrew thither from choice, been provided with 
the necessary testimonials of their ordination and 
good conduct, there would have been no uncertainty 
upon these heads to be noticed in the decree. But 
surely the authorization of their own bishops would 
not warrant Irish ecclesiastics to intrude upon the 

* See "Memoir," p. 43, note 1. 
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dioceses of other bishops. The guilt of such intrusion 
could be prevented only by the license of the diocesan 
of the place in which they desired to serve in the 
ministry. And the very synod in question leaves no 
doubt that the correct meaning of the phrase, " cum 
consensu proprii episcopi," refers to the consent of 
the ordinary of the place in which a ministry is exer- 
cised. For, in the eleventh canon, the words *^ proprii 
episcopi " occur twice. We cite the canon : — " Ed id 
ipsum presbyter is prsecipimus, ut nullus majora ne- 
gotia ad se desideret, quam a proprio episcopo conce- 
datur. . • . Sed tamen omnibus presbyteris praeci- 
pimus, ut uUi (pro nuUi) denegetur ubique baptismi 
ministerum prsestare; et si quis per suam negligentiam 
renuerit, cesset a ministerio usque ad tempus correc- 
tionis, et cum humili satisfactione reconciliatus fuerit 
proprio episcopo" It is evident that the ^'proprius 
episcopus^^ of this canon is the bishop of the diocese 
in which the priest officiates, whether that priest had 
ministered .elsewhere or not. Therefore, the "proprius 
episcopus," whose consent is required by those who 
enacted the fifth as well as the eleventh canon, at the 
same place, at the same time, and under the same 
circumstances, must have reference to the same bishop^ 
2.^., to the ordinary of the diocese in which an eccle- 
siastic seeks to be employed. But the certainty of 
this sense of the phrase " proprii episcopi " is not 
greater than the uncertainty of Dr. Todd's interpre- 
tation of the latter part of the fifth canon, which is to 
this eflfect : " How, then, can we receive the ministry 
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of those who, in their own country, acknowledge 
neither metropolitical nor diocesan jurisdiction?" He 
might, consistently with the wording of the text, 
have put his view even more strongly, by saying : 
" How, then, can we receive the ministry of those 
foreign nations, in which neither metropolitical nor 
diocesan jurisdiction is acknowledged ?" and thus 
stigmatize a whole nation, and not merely a few of 
the supposed representatives of its discipline. Yet, 
even his milder construction is far from being the 
clear purport of the text of the canon. For the synod 
of Cealcythe is dealing with the conduct of indivU 
dualsj not the customs of foreign countries. It con- 
demns the intrusive services of unknown Scottish 
(i.e.j Irish) ecclesiastics. It appeals to what the 
canons require even of a native clergy for the lawful 
exercise of their ministry. It complains that Irish 
clerics, who entered strange dioceses, neither pre- 
sented credentials from their own ordinaries, nor asked 
for the license of the bishops of the dioceses in which 
they unlawfully oflSciated. And strongly reprobating 
such an abuse, the legislators of Cealcythe use the 
argument, technically denominated an " a fortiori," 
against those strangers who set all authority aside, 
and paid no respect to the metropolitical or diocesan 
rights of the bishops of Britain. " Why," as we 
paraphrase it, " our own native and domestic clergy 
dare not, in the presence of the established laws of 
ecclesiastical discipline, presume to officiate without 
the permission of the ordinary of the place. How 
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much more intolerable is it in alien and unknown 
ecclesiastics, who spurn our authority, whether dio- 
cesan or metropolitical, to intrude upon our dioceses," 
This interpretation is in perfect harmony with the 
language of the decree, and with the intention of the 
legislators. This interpretation overturns Dr. Todd's 
evidence in favour of his " non-diocesan theory,'' 
derived from the synod of Cealcythe. No one, I 
think, will resort to the weak reply, that our view 
of the matter gives to the words " alienis nationibus 
cum quibus" a forced interpretation. Dr. Todd 
cannot ; for his interpretation coincides with ours. 
And every one having the least familiarity with the 
construction of language, knows that, by a most 
common figure of speech, metonymy, the phrase " ab 
alienis nationibus, cum quibus," may refer to the 
individuals of a nation, not to the nation itself, or to 
its entire population. 

Admitting, however, for a moment, that Dr. Todd 
has not unfairly interpreted this canon in assuming 
that metropolitical and diocesan jurisdiction was 
ignored in Ireland by those ecclesiastics who left it 
for some cause or other, and obtruded their services 
abroad ; or, to make an extreme case, that such eccle- 
siastical authority was ignored not only by those 
emigrant clerics, but by the country itself; he should, 
we hold, yet prove that contempt for authority is evi- 
dence against its existence. The metropolitical rank, 
as well as the diocesan, may, consistently with the 
language of the canon, have had existence in Ireland, 
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though, from the well-known pressure and difficulties 
of the times, its full action must have been impeded. 

We may go a little farther, and say that Dr. Todd, 
who translates the clause " cum quibus nuUus ordo 
metropolitanis, nee honor aliis habeatur,'' thus, "who, 
in their own country, acknowledge neither metropo- 
litical nor diocesan jurisdiction," has rather illogically 
inferred an absence of all such authority from the 
fact, that it was not recognized by some very ques- 
tionable emigrant Irish ecclesiastics. For the exis- 
tence of such authority seems to be supposed in this 
statement ; and the circumstance of its being unac- 
knowledged by the itinerant Scottish clergy, made a 
ground of complaint against them, and assigned as a 
motive for declining their ministrations. This argu- 
ment of Dr. Todd is, at least, not evidently decisive in 
favour of his views. The decree of Cealcythe is per- 
fectly intelligible, though interpreted in a sense quite 
opposed to his theory; and may, without any distor- 
tion, be used as evidence quite at variance with his 
opinion. 

A few words more, and we leave Dr. Todd in un- 
disturbed enjoyment of his testimony in favour of 
the " non-diocesan theory," derived from the synod of 
Cealcythe, Let Dr. Todd prove, for he has not yet 
done so, that the legislators in this synod had such 
accurate knowledge of the condition of the Irish 
Church, as to place his argument, based on their 
decrees, beyond all doubt ; that these same legislators 
had not such strong pr^udices against the Irish, a 
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must make us slow to infer, from the language adopted 
by them, what was the real condition of the Church 
in Ireland ; and finally, that the condition of the Irish 
Church, as Dr. Todd supposes the fathers of the synod 
of Cealcythe to describe it, was not an exceptional 
state, caused by the disturbed condition of Ireland in 
the ninth century, but its normal state for centuries, 
before the country was subjected to the cruel scourge 
of the foreign invader and spoliator. 

" Byeus," observes Dr. Todd (p. 15), " the learned 
Bollandist, compiler of the life of St. Fiacc," concludes, 
from certain premises, '' that the Scholia published by 
Colgan on St. Fiacc's hymn, and all other authorities 
in which the title of archbishop is to be found, cannot 
possibly be earlier than the twelfth century.'' This is 
completely to misrepresent Byeus, and to attribute to 
him a statement the very opposite of that which he 
has really made. For, so far is he from holding that 
the Scholia published by Colgan on St. Fiacc's hymn, 
and all other authorities in which the title of arch- 
bishop is to be found, cannot possibly be earlier than 
the twelfth century, that in his " Commentarius prae- 
vius de Sancto Fieco"* (Acta SS. BoUand. ad 12 Oct. 



^ 



* " Cum itaqne argnmentum, 
quo Sancti nostri scholiasten ante 
S8BC. vi. finem vel sub sequentis 
initium florubse supra ostendi, 
nulla plana ratione sat solida ac 
erudito lectori vel utcumque 
satisfacere nata confutari infir- 
mariye posse videatur, sane lis, 



qui contra tempus, quo antiquum 
ilium scriptorem floruisse statui- 
mus, archipoetoe et archiepiscopi 
nomina ab hoc adhibita obji- 
ciunt, non inepte, uti ipsemet in 
dictis MSS. nobis Papebrochius 
agnoscere videtur, responderi 
potest, ea non ab ipsomet sancti 
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p. 98, num. 8), he replies to those who reject the 
antiquity of the Scholiast from the use of the terra 
" archiepiscopus," by saying that this word was inter- 
polated by some audacious copyists, who took similar 
liberties in other matters also. Papebrochius is of 
the same opinion. And Baertius, in his " Commen- 
tarius Historicus*' (Acta SS. Boll, ad 17 Jun. p. 408, 
num. 8), supposes it to be a common practice with 
transcribers, to alter the texts of the MSS. which they 
copied, by making such corrections as were suggested 
by the changes introduced in the progress of time in 
the names of places, persons, offices, etc. These emi- 
nent critics were, however, too sensible to reject the 
authenticity of ancient records on account of inter- 
polations, commonly of no great moment, and always 
easily accounted for. It is not very ingenuous on the 
part of Dr. Todd, who looked into Byeus, but does 
not seem to have read number 8, to omit to say that 
this distinguished antiquarian expressly teaches, that 
although the name of archbishop was not used before 
the twelfth century, there were at all times in Ireland 
some bishops possessed of higher rank and jurisdiction 
than others, who might, for that reason, be called 
"Primates."* Papebroch and Baertius make the 



nostri sea Hjmni huic attribati 
scholiast c, sed ab audacibus, qui 
eadem in compositam abs hoc 
Vitas S. Fieci compendium sea 
encomium intruseiint, librariis 
esse profecta. Idem porro aut 
certe quid simile quantum ad 



alia, in hoc pariter occurrentia, 
quas auctorem, sasc. vii. poste- 
riorem, sapere fortassis videntur, 
est dicendum." — Ada SS, BoU 
land, ad 12 Oct. p. 98, num. 8. 

* " At vero, esti quidem inter 
HiberniaB Episcopos semper ali- 
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same statement. It would not be convenient for Dr. 
Todd to cite authors who most distinctly reject the 
" non-diocesan" theory. It would be equally incon- 
venient to attempt to refute them. 

But enough, and more than was necessary, has 
been said to satisfy any impartial reader that Dr. 
Todd has vainly attempted to prove his "non-dio- 
cesan" theory. With him that theory is a foregone 
conclusion, not a logical inference from sure premises. 
We have given the best specimens of his laboured 
proofs, and we presume to think that we have shown 
that the evidence on which his theory rests is quite 
unfounded. Neither do the arguments adduced by Dr. 
Todd, when taken collectively, establish what, taken 
separately, they have failed to establish. For all the 
irregularities in episcopal ordination, the undue mul- 
tiplication of bishops, the subordination of some or 
many bishops to the heads of monasteries, are usages 
which, each and all, can be explained consistently 
with the existence of that diocesan jurisdiction which 
he denies. Bishops ordained by a single bishop may, 
in every case, and commonly were, priests only of the 
chorepiscopal rank. The excessive number of bishops 
proper in Ireland can, in some instances, be explained 



quiy qui prae aliis quid amplioris diem in commentario, Actis S, 

dignitatis aut jurisdiction is eccle- Molingi Farnensis Episcopi prae- 

siasticsB haberent hincque recte vio, num. 8, jam docuimus, ap- 

dici possent primates^ extiterint, pellari coeperunt archiepiscopi." 

ii tamen non prius, quam saec. — Acta 88. Bolland. ad 12 Oct. 

circiter xii., uti ad xvii. Junii p. 98, num. 7. 
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by the exaggeration of annalists, and generally by 
the fact that, at this early period, the sees in Ireland 
were very numerous and of small territorial extent.* 
Nor has Dr. Todd proved that the condition of society 
in Ireland was incompatible with diocesan jurisdiction 
in its early Church. The chieftains of the Irish clans 
were not leaders of nomadic tribes. They were ter- 
ritorial lords. The hostilities of contending septs 
respected the sanctuary, till the bad example of the 
Norsemen taught the native Irish to plunder the 
Church ; and for centuries before the tenth, we had 
in Ireland an instance of what is known to have 
frequently occurred elsewhere, and at the present day 
occurs in semi-civilized Abyssinia — of war fiercely 
waged by hostile tribes, who deemed it sacrilegious to 
molest, even in the territory of an enemy, the pro- 
perty or the persons devoted to religion. If Chris- 
tianity could not destroy the evil propensity of hastily 
appealing to arms to decide disputed rights, it miti- 
gated the horrors of warfare ; and the chieftains and 
clansmen, who still had recourse to the arbitration of 
the sword, would not stain it with the blood of un- 
offending ecclesiastics, or of holy monks and virgins. 
This respect for religion, which was not forgotten 
even by men thirsting for conquest or revenge, ex- 
plains the phenomenon of the uninterrupted action 
and peaceful progress of the Church in Ireland amidst 
the rude shocks by which early society was then so 

* See. Ecdes, Antiquities of the Rev. William Reeves, M.B., 
Down, Connor, andDromore^ by p. 125, sq. 
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often violently agitated. It is a singular circum- 
stance, of course carefully kept out of view by Dr. 
Todd, that the earliest recorded reformatory measures 
in regard to diocesan jurisdiction, have reference, not 
to the introduction of diocesan jurisdiction for the 
first time into Ireland, but to an improved system of 
diocesan boundaries, or to the reduction of the number 
of sees. Had diocesan jurisdiction been established 
in Ireland, for the first time, in the beginning of the 
twelfth century, why has no notice of so important an 
innovation upon Irish usages been recorded ? The 
legislation of the synod of Rathbreasil* (1118) 
assumes the existence of that territorial jurisdiction 
which the " theory " denies, and only seeks to amend 
it. It is also passing strange that Dr. Todd, who, 
though he denies the genuineness of the synodt of St. 
Patrick, yet admits its claim to an antiquity as early, 
perhaps, as the ninth and not later than the eleventh 
century, has made no express reference to its thirtieth 
canon, which is most closely connected with the pre- 
sent inquiry ; for, it ordains that " every bishop who 
goes out of his diocese into another's, must not pre- 
sume to ordain in that other's diocese without his 
permission.''^ Here is evidence, quite at variance 

* See Lanigan's Eccles, Hist, At p. 4, he thinks it was " pro- 

of Irdandy vol. iv. p. 38 and p. bably not later than the tenth or 

40, notes 85, 86, for the place eleventh century" ; and at p. 

and date of this synod. 488^ he is not unwilling to assign 

t Dr. Todd allows himself a it " to the ninth or tenth cen- 

pretty wide range in fixing the tury." 
date of this synod of St. Patrick. J " Episcopus quislibet, qui 
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with Dr. Todd's theory, of diocesan jurisdiction in 
Ireland, long before the beginning of the twelfth cen- 
tury. Since, even if no greater antiquity than the 
eleventh century be allowed to this enactment, it 
clearly proves, when the circumstances of the times 
are considered, that its legislation was in conformity 
with usages established in Ireland at a much earlier 
period. 

In fine, Dr. Todd has given no satisfactory reason 
to show why Church government in Ireland should 
have differed from that which prevailed everywhere 
in Christendom. Till it be proved upon the clearest 
evidence that Ireland was an exception to the rest of 
the Christian world, we must reject the " non-diocesan 
theoryJ^ A circumstance, almost entirely overlooked 
in the " Memoir" — the strange confusion in matters, 
civil, social, and ecclesiastical, unhappily produced in 
Ireland for more than two centuries of resistance to 
the Danes — must be ever taken largely into account 
by the historian who cares to speak truthfully about 
the condition of the early Irish Church. Dr. Todd 
has not altogether forgotten this circumstance, but 
he is far from giving to it all the importance which it 
deserves. 

de sua in alteram progreditur Patricii, Anxilii et Isernini. See 

parochiam, nee ordinare proesu- St. Patric. Iber. Ap. Synod. Can. 

mat, nisi permissionem acceperit Opuscnla a Joagh. Laur. Villa- 

ab eo, qui in suo principatn est." nueva, 8®, Dublin, 1835, p. 5. 
— Canon xxx., Syn. Epis., «.e., 
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SUPPOSED DECLENSION OF THE IRISH CHURCH. 

11. The second discovery made by Dr. Todd is 
the declension of the Irish Church in the sixth and 
seventh centuries. At page 107, he informs us that 
" the second order of saints, represented by the two 
Finnians, were a body of missionaries and reformers, 
whose object it was to undermine the paganism, which 
still prevailed in Ireland, as well as to correct the 
errors which had crept into the faith and practice of 
professing Christians since the death of St. Patrick. 
And that there was such a period of declension there 
is abundant evidence.^ Pray pay attention to the 
abwidant evidence adduced by Dr. Todd. 

1^ In his life of St. Brigid, Anmchad, or Animosus, 
" puts into the mouth of St. Brigid, in conjunction 
with St. Patrick, a prophecy"* of apostacy, or partial 
apostacy, which must have occurred before the tenth 
century. 

2^ "The testimony of the Abbess Hildegardis," writes 
Dr. Todd, at page 109, " may be cited, although she 
lived near to the close of the twelfth century. Never- 
theless, she is a witness to the tradition being preva- 
lent in her times, that the Irish Church of the sixth 
and seventh centuries was troubled with serious evils." 
In her life of St. Disibod, or Disen, Abbot of Disem- 

* See CoLGAN, Tr, Thaum,, begins thus : " Ego ancilla vidi 
in Tita quarta, S. Brigidae, cap. qnatuor aratra arantia totam 
27, page 553. The prophecy Hiberniam, etc. 
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berg, in the diocese of Mayence, she thus speaks of 
the state of Ireland about the year 620, when her 
hero was living as a bishop in that his native coun- 
try : — " A huge schism and great scandals prevailed 
in all Ireland. Some rejected the Old and New 
Testaments, and denied Christ ; others embraced 
heresies ; very many went over to Judaism ; some 
relapsed into Paganism ; some desired to live . . . 
like beasts ; others, although . . . they observed some 
appearance of morality, in reality cared for nothing 
good, . . . and these gross errors the saint . . . was 
unable to eradicate." Dr. Todd, indeed, regards the 
statement of the abbess as a grossly exaggerated one. 
He wonders that she has been mistaken in assuming 
that a large number of the Irish became converts, 
in the seventh century, to Judaism. " This mistake, 
however," observes Dr. Todd, at pp. 110-111, "ought 
not to invalidate her testimony to the fact, confirmed, 
as it is, by native authority, that the Irish Church, 
in the sixth and seventh centuries, had, in a great 
degree, corrupted the faith." 

3^ At page 111, Dr. Todd assures us that "an 
express and very distinct confirmation of this fact 
(that the Irish Church, in the sixth and seventh 
centuries, had, in a great degree, corrupted the faith), 
is to be found in the Life of the Gildas, from whom 
the saints of the second order are said to have 
received a Mass or Liturgy." The staple of the 
charges made against the Irish Church in this life of 
Gildas, is very startling, indeed. Almost all the 
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inhabitants of the island had abandoned the faith. 
Gildas went to Ireland, invited by King Ainmire 
(568-71), to restore ecclesiastical order in the coun- 
try, because all, from the highest to the lowest, had 
lost the Catholic faith ; and " he made a circuit of all 
Ireland, restored the churches, taught all the clergy 
to worship the Holy Trinity in the Catholic faith, 
headed the people who had been wounded by the 
bites of heretics, cast away all heretical frauds, with 
their authors." Dr. Todd does not feel himself bound 
to accept language of this description as in every 
respect to be relied upon. Neither does he reject it 
as wholly without foundation, but regards it as sup- 
ported, directly and indirectly, by the whole history 
of the period. 

It would be difficult to find a parallel, in boldness 
of assertion and weakness of proof, for this reckless 
charge of declension in faith and morals against the 
Irish Church of the sixth and seventh centuries. 
Every argument brought forward to sustain it is 
utterly worthless, and each worthless argument sup- 
ports its own feebleness, with very transparent art, 
on some other not less feeble than itself. The reader 
is not invited to assent very firmly to any one parti- 
cular proof ; but his doubts are dissipated by a vague 
reference to independent and native witnesses, who 
are, nevertheless, very conveniently never produced. 
What secret spell has worked so powerfully upon 
the author's mind as to commit him to such eccentric 
views, and such, I will not say imbecile, but loose 
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and ill-considered reasoning ? " The Rome of the fifth 
century," he writes, in page vi. of his Preface, " was 
not guilty of the abuses which rendered the Refor- 
mation necessary in the sixteenth." The Church in 
Ireland, of the sixth and seventh centuries, acknow- 
ledged the supremacy of the Pope ; and this was 
enough to disparage her in Dr. Todd's estimation. 
She must, therefore, be stigmatized as degenerate in 
faith and morals, to form such an unholy alliance. 
When Rome was yet undefiled, in the fifth century, 
she claimed no authority over Ireland, and enjoyed 
none, if we are to credit Dr. Todd ; but in the sixth 
and seventh centuries there are such evidences of Ire- 
land's recognition of Papal supremacy, that she is no 
longer the Ireland of the fifth century, but a decayed 
and corrupt Church. It is this that has driven Dr. 
Todd from the beaten track of history, to stray in a 
" terra incognita" of his own fancy ; it is this that 
has caused him to dissent from the unanimous testi- 
monies of a host of authorities, both ancient and 
modern, Protestant as well as Catholic, and to dis- 
sent so inconsiderately on the most insuflScient 
grounds. He has, forsooth, appealed to St. Brigid's 
prophecy as evidence of a real declension of faith in 
the Irish Church of the sixth and seventh centuries. 
" After this I saw other ploughs," so the prophecy, at 
page 108, " and they that ploughed were black, and 
they upturned the good crop, and cut it with their 
ploughshares, and sowed tares, and muddy waters 
filled the furrows." This prophecy, as we are informed 
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by the legend, was interpreted by St. Patrick, thus — 
" But, at the end of the world, there shall come evil 
teachers, conspiring with evil men, who shall over- 
turn our doctrine, and seduce almost all men." 
Now, Dr. Todd does not regard this as a prophecy 
at all. It was, indeed, ascribed as such to St. 
Brigid by her biographer, Animosus, whose death is 
recorded by the Four Masters, a.d. 980, for the pur- 
pose of embellishing her life with a prediction of 
events, known by Animosus to have occurred in the 
interval between the supposed prophecy and the time 
at which he wrote. But if we accept this view of the 
case, how can Dr. Todd prove that Animosus is to be 
understood as making evident allusion to the sixth 
and seventh centuries, and not to the ninth and tenth ? 
Why has that period of the early Irish Church, which 
all authorities concur in representing as one of un- 
rivalled splendour in its history, been selected by Dr. 
Todd for the verification of this prophecy? Why 
does he not apply it to the age preceding the death of 
Animosus, when religion wept over the havoc caused 
by ruthless pagan invaders, and the once secure re- 
treats of learning and piety were laid waste by fire 
and sword ? It would not suit Dr. Todd's peculiar 
views to adopt so easy and natural an interpretation. 
Let us suppose, with Animosus, that there is question 
of a real prediction, and not of a narrative of by-gone 
events. Does the language of the prophecy evidently 
refer to the sixth and seventh centuries? By no 
means. " At the end of the world" — in fine sceculi — 



THE ANCIENT CHURCH OP IRELAND. 49 

there shall come," etc. Why, so far is this form of 

expression from referring to a proximately future 

event, that it much more appropriately points to the 

apostacy which is predicted in the Apocalypse as to 

take place in the undetermined age of Antichrist. 

Of the eminent sanctity and unquestionable sin- 

cerity of the sainted authoress of the life of St. Disibod, 

we entertain not the shadow of a doubt. St. Hilde- 

gardis's authority on the occurrences of her own times 

(t 1179), described in her valuable correspondence 

with popes Eugene III., Anastasius IV., Adrian IV., 

and Alexander IV., with the emperors Conrad III. and 

Frederick L, and with other distinguished personages, 

we are prepared to accept as highly trustworthy. But 

the case is very diflferent when she writes concerning 

a favourite patron, whose life was passed in an age (the 

seventh) so far removed from her own (the twelfth), 

especially when she has to describe that portion of St. 
Disibod's life that was spent in Ireland. Dr. Todd 

regards the testimony of the holy abbess, on this head, 
as not only exaggerated, but untrue; for, at page 110, 
he says — " It is not possible to believe that any great 
number of the Irish people, in the seventh century, 
could have gone over to Judaism." Are we, then, to 
be required, by Dr. Todd, to receive such testimony 
as evidence of a fact — of a fact so disparaging to the 
fame of the early Church in Ireland — so unani- 
mously denied by domestic and foreign annalists? 
But such testimony, it may be said — and Dr. Todd has 
said it — although worthy of repudiation, if wholly 

D 
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isolated and unsupported, has much weight when con- 
firmed by native authorities. Let these native autho- 
rities be produced, and then it will be seen how far this 
second witness for the " theory of declension " can 
derive any confirmation from them. But, in truth, 
such native authorities have not been produced, and 
never can be produced, for the simple but solid reason 
that they do not exist. There can be no doubt that 
some abuses prevailed in the best days of the Irish 
Church, and that the best efforts of most zealous and 
efficient men failed to eradicate them entirely. The 
very ages of the most heroic Christian fervour wit- 
nessed the existence of several failings and much vice. 
Pious souls felt their full enormity, and painted them 
in language which, to the common reader, appears to 
be too highly coloured, and even extravagant. St. 
Hildegardis, moved by a deep horror of crime, and by 
zeal for her patron, described the condition of Ireland 
in the seventh century, such as she supposed it to have 
been. That her sources of information were not exact. 
Dr. Todd himself readily admits, and all our early 
historical records abundantly prove. We need not 
dwell at greater length on this second argument of 
Dr. Todd. 

Let us pass to his third argument on this head ; 
one which he lauds as " an express and very distinct 
confirmation ^ of this fact, namely, a declension in the 
Irish Church of the sixth and seventh centuries. 
This very " express and distinct confirmation " is 
taken from a life of St. Gildas Badonicus, compiled 
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from the ancient archives of the Abbey of Euys,* in 
Brittany, by a monk of that house, in the eleventh 
century.t If we are to credit his biographer, St. 
Gildas was invited by Ainmire, King of Ireland, to 
come and restore ecclesiastical order, because almost 
all the inhabitants of the island had abandoned the 
Catholic faith ; accepted the invitation ; made the 
circuit of all Ireland ; restored the churches ; taught 
all the clergy the true worship of the Holy Trinity, 
and healed the people who had been wounded by the 
bites of heretics, etc. Dr. Todd has felt that this 
statement is much too bold to serve his purpose. He 
therefore moderates it a little, by observing that " we 
are not, perhaps, bound to accept language of this 
description as in every respect to be relied upon," 
Yet more than once does he try to prop up the weak- 
ness of such testimony by an appeal to independent 
and even native sources. Colgan, Ussher, and Lani- 
gan, are all pronounced by Dr. Todd to have exer- 
cised an unsound criticism in dissenting from the 
medieval monk of Ruys. Colgan, in particular, is 
complimented on his " singularly weak and inconclu- 



* See Martiniere, Dictionnaire 
Geographique, The monastery 
of Rays, called after its founder, 
St. Gildas de Rnys, was built 
on a peninsula of the same name, 
in Brittany. The ancient Bre- 
tagne is now divided into five 
departments. Rnys is in the 



department of Morbihan, of 
which Vannes is the capital. 

t See Bibliotheca Floriacensis 
ed, a Joanne de BoscOy Lugduni, 
1605, 8° ; Act. SS. (Bolland.)ad 
29 Januar. p. 954 ; Act. SS. 
Ord. S. Bened. Tom. i. p. 138 ; 
LoBiNEAU, Vies des Saints de 
Bretagne, fol. p. 72. 
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sive refutation." The poor old monk himself is pro- 
nounced guilty of an anachronism, in representing 
Gildas as having gone to Ireland for instruction. 
Yet with all this admitted extravagance in the author 
of the life of Gildas ; whilst historians as impartial as 
Dr. Todd, and not less intelligent and discerning, 
reject his testimony as utterly frivolous and worthless ; 
whilst the independent and native sources appealed 
to are yet silent ; we are asked to believe, on the 
authority of such a life, that the Irish Church was at 
that time (the sixth and seventh centuries) " in a 
state of declension, and that serious errors of some 
kind had crept in." But, as Dr. Lanigan* observes, 
" the falsehood of this ridiculous fable is too palpable 
to require a refutation. Ussherf has shown the 
absurdity of it, and ColganJ gives a long succession 
of saints and eminent ecclesiastics who were in Ire^ 
land at that period, from 496 to 594." The very 
biographer upon whose testimony Dr. Todd relies, 
informs us that it was in Ireland St. Gildas received 
the completion of his ecclesiastical education, which 
had been begun in the school of the Welsh saint, 
Iltutus. Having learned all that this Doctor could 
teach, " he took leave of his master and fellow-scholars, 
and went over to Ire^ that he might learn and inves- 
tigate the opinions of other Doctors in philosophy and 

* See Lakigan's Eccles. Hist, and Works, vol. vi. c. xvii. p. 

of Ireland^ vol. i. c. ix. note 471, sq. 
169, p. 488. X See Colgan's Act. SS. p. 

f See UssHERs Brit, Eccles, 18i), sq. 
Antiquit, Loudini, 1687, p. 470, 
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sacred literature."* If at that time ecclesiastical 
order bad been greatly disturbed, and all the inhabi. 
tants had abandoned the Catholic faith in Ireland, it 
is rather surprising that one already an adept in 
piety and wisdom should have repaired to such a 
country in pursuit of higher knowledge than he had 
yet acquired. To this, however, the author of the 
" Memoir," whose prejudice or scepticism is sustained 
by an ingenuity that seldom fails him, makes answer, 
that Gildas is known to have given to some Irish 
ecclesiastics a Liturgy ,t and that, therefore, it is not 
possible that they could have been his masters. This 
is all the merest special pleading. Gildas may have 
assisted Irish ecclesiastics in regulating the Liturgy 
and other religious rites, and may have introduced 



* "Valedicens pio magistro, 
venerandisque condiscipulis Iren 
perrexit, nt et aliorum Doctorum 
sententias in philosophicis, atque 
in Divinis litteris, investigator 
cariosus exquireret." — Colgan, 
Act. SS. p. 182, s. vi. 

t It is scarcely necessary to 
remind the learned reader that 
from the earliest period a great 
variety of liturgies existed in 
the Chorch. Of the Oriental 
liturgies, the most remarkable 
were those of St. Clement, of 
St. James, of St. Cyril of Jeru- 
salem, of St. Mark, of St. Basil, 
and of St. Gregory Nazianzen. 
Among those of the West were 
distinguished the Liturgies or 



Sacramentaries of Leo I., of 
Gelasius, of Gregory the Great, 
the liturgy called the Ambro- 
sian, of the Church of Milan, 
and the Mozarabic. Irish eccle- 
siastics may have been indebted 
to St. Gildas for a new Liturgy, 
whilst he, at the very same 
time, had much to learu in the 
Schools of Ireland which he could 
not have acquired at home. — On 
Liturgies, see Rbnaudot, Liturg. 
Orient, CoUectio: Paris, 1716, 
2 vol. 4to ; MuRATORi, Liturg, 
Rom. Fetus: Venet. 1748, 2 vol. 
fol. ; Pamelius, Liturg. Ecc. 
Lat. ; Mabillon, De Liturgia 
Gallic; Jos. Al. Assemani, Le 
Brun, Kraser, etc. 
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a new Liturgy, and have been all the while the 
humble pupil of Irish masters, who did not hesitate 
to profit by the wisdom of a man coming from abroad, 
in quest of the still higher wisdom which they were 
known to be capable of imparting to him. 

It would be foreign to our purpose to attempt to 
confute by direct and positive testimonies the wholly 
untenable position of Dr. Todd, with regard to the 
condition of the Church in Ireland at the period, 
which he has so improperly denominated a period 
of declension. We aim, for the present, at nothing 
more than a refutation of the arguments in which he 
so confidently exults. That his " theory of declen- 
sion" is not proven by such witnesses as he has 
produced, we leave to the calm decision of all unbiassed 
readers. I have endeavoured to explain on some 
intelligible grounds Dr. Todd's anxiety to overturn 
the most assured facts of history connected with the 
period in question, but I confess myself to be utterly 
unable to divine his motive in the further hostility 
with which he assails the Irish Church of the sixth 
and seventh centuries. The merit of sending forth 
missionaries, and of founding churches on the 
Continent and elsewhere, is withheld from Ireland ; 
whilst Wales and other countries are represented by 
him as giving to Irish ecclesiastics that impulse to 
quit their own countries which earned for them honour 
and religious veneration abroad. If such an impulse 
was indeed at first inspired by intercourse with some 
holy men of other countries, when an ecclesiastical 



k 
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training was not to be easily had at home, it became 

in a little time so decidedly characteristic of clergymen 

trained up solely in the schools of this island, as to 

cause Ireland to be, in the sixth and seventh centuries, 

reputed a great seminary of missionaries, fired with 

zeal for the revival or propagation of the Gospel in 

every part of Europe. 

To contend that faith and morals must have declined 
because some abuses still prevailed, and some pagan 

superstitions were still rooted in the soil, or to say 
that the zeal directed against such practices, is any 
proof of their recent growth, is nothing less than to 
misapprehend or misrepresent the progress of Chris- 
tianity in a newly converted country. For, no one 
is prepared to assert that the Church in Ireland, at 
this early period, was quite immaculate, not having 
spot or wrinkle, altogether holy and without blemish!* 
The good seed of God's word was checked for a while 
by the rank luxuriance of weeds, the growth of many 
centuries. But the soil was rapidly prepared to yield 
an abundant crop of the choicest kind. Yet, some of 
the " cockle," for it was long and deeply rooted in the 
land, " appeared" for many a year, and partially de- 
feated the eflforts of those zealous husbandmen, who 
toiled unceasingly to eradicate it. Assuredly, then, 
it is no evidence that faith and morals declined in the 
Irish Church of the sixth and seventh centuries, if, at 

* " Ut exhiberet ipse sibi aliquid bujusmodi, sed ut sit 
gloriosam Ecclesiam, non ha- sancta et immaculata.'* — Epbes. 
bcutom inacalam, antrugam, aut v. 27. 
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this period, we find some surviving traces of supersti- 
tion ; some abuses to be corrected ; some work for earnest 
men ; and. some regrets occasioned by the obstinacy 
and depravity of the heathen, or, it may be, by the 
failings of some erring converts to Christianity. 

ST. PATRICK, AND MOST OF THE DISTINGUISHED SAINTS 
OF THE EARLY IRISH CHURCH, REPRESENTED BY DR. 
TODD AS NOT FREE FROM SUPERSTITION. 

III. At page 347, Dr. Todd writes : '' This Tract 
[The Confession of St. Patrick] is not free from 
superstition." Notwithstanding this assumed objec- 
tion, he regards it as a genuine writing of our 
Apostle. 

" We may not err very much," writes Dr. Todd, at 
page 432, *' in taking this Hymn [the Lorica* of St. 
Patrick] as a fair representation of St. Patrick's faith 
and teaching ;" and, at page 430, " The prayer which 
it [the Hymn] contains . . . proves that, notwith- 
standing the undoubted piety and fervent faith of the 
author,! he had not yet fully shaken off all pagan 
prejudices." 

Again, at page 500, Dr. Todd tells us that St. 

* Loiica (quod ex loris corio — Isa. lix. 17. " Induti loricam 
crudo, antiquitus fieret) was an fidei et charitatis." — lThes.v.8. 
appropriate name for prayers, f Colgan notices the Lorica 
which serve as a breast-plate to in his list of St. Patrick's writ- 
protect us from the enemies of our ings, Tr. Th. p. 214, n. 9; and 
salvation. We have Scriptural refers to the Vita Trip, (sep- 
analogies in the following texts : tima) P. 1, c. 60, for an account 
t'Indutus est justitia ut /onca." of it. 
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Patrick seems to have shown a " spirit of toleration" 
towards "the old pagan superstitions. Conscious 
that he had gained only the outward adherence of 
the adult members of the clan, he was compelled to 
use great caution in his attempts to overthrow the 
ancient monuments and usages of Paganism. It was 
only in some rare instances that he ventured on the 
destruction of an idol, or the removal of a pillar- 
stone." He supports his view by a reference to 
Dr. O'Donovan,* whom he describes as teaching that 
Patrick engrafted Christianity on pagan superstitions. 

The Second order of Saints described as super- 
stitious : — 

" It would seem that the Second order of Saints in 
Ireland were unable to divest themselves altogether 
of the old superstitions of their race." Thus has Dr. 
Todd written at page 127. 

Dr. Todd does not, of course, expect that his readers 
will accept his *' ipse dixit" as evidence of such un- 
seemly charges as he makes against the orthodoxy of 
our great Apostle, and the many Saints of the Second 
order, whom he elsewheret extols as reformers and 
missionaries at home and abroad. He must have felt 
the full responsibility of imputing error to men, 
specially chosen of God to plant the faith in Ireland 
and many other nations ; and among the many strange 
discoveries which his long study and deep research 

* At p. 500, Dr. Todd quotes ject, in Note e., p. 131, Four 
the opinion which Dr. O'Dono- Masters, a.d. 432. 
van has expressed on this sub- f See "Memoir," p. 107. 
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have enabled him to make, none must have appeared 
to him more startling than the superstitious taint of 
so many holy men and of the first and greatest of all 
our Saints. He must, therefore, have carefully 
examined the grounds for such an accusation, and 
have tested them by the severest principles of a sound 
and impartial criticism. When he makes use of the 
harsh word superstition, he, doubtless, bears in mind 
its full import — the crime of paying divine worship 
to creatures or to false gods, or of worshipping the 
true God after an unrighteous and incongruous 
fashion.* He must be well aware that no one can be 
stigmatized as superstitous, who does not, in some 
way, oflPend under one or other of these heads. How 
has the charge of superstition been proved against our 
Apostle ? By certain passages of the " Confession " 
and of the Hymn of St. Patrick, called a Lorica, and 
by his toleration of certain pagan practices. These 
proofs are very far from being conclusive. With 
regard to the "Confession," we admit, that if Dr. Todd 
holds it to be superstition to acknowledge that God 
may sometimes, by immediate manifestations of His 
will, inspire men to undertake the arduous task of 
converting heathen nations, he has made out a case 
against St. Patrick's orthodoxy. But to test the 
purity of our Apostle's faith in this way, is to write 

* See Superstitio ap. Biblioth Opera Omnia, Parisiis, 1859. 

Luc. Ferraris, Romse, 1766; Tom. xiii. Tr. iii. de vitiis Relig. 

Curs. CoMP.Migne, Paris, 1841, contrariis, Lib. 2, De Super- 

in voL xiv. p. 57 ; D. Thom, stitione. 
2>2, q. 92, art. 1 ; Suarez, 
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history from a merely Protestant point of view, and to 
calculate by weights and measures rejected as false by 
more than two hundred millions of Christians, and, 
as might be shown, by the word of God itself. Nor 
does the " Lorica" afford any evidence of a super- 
stitous taint. Every allowance may be fairly made 
for such a writer as the distinguished author of " The 
Eound Towers of Ireland," when, at page 68 of his 
" History and Antiquities of Tara," he casts suspicion 
on the orthodoxy of the writer on account of certain 
passages to be found in the Hymn. But what is 
excusable in Dr. Petrie, is deserving of severe reproof 
in a distinguished minister of religion. Since upon 
the very same grounds upon which the Hymn of 
Patrick is charged with what Dr. Todd calls " some 
tincture of superstition," the magnificent " Canticle of 
the Three Children,"* and the jubilant 148th Psalm, 
must be similarly censured. Here all the works of 
God are called upon to praise the Lord. And justly, 
for they are His handiwork, and in themselves ** good," 
and by their stability, order, and invariable obedience 
to the laws by which they are governed,! proclaim 
God's power and supreme Majesty. But if they may 
be rightly invoked as mute yet eloquent exponents of 
God's omnipotence, are they not also symbols of His 
beneficence towards man, for whose use and benefit 
He called them into existence ? And may they not, 
therefore, be appealed to as sureties of God's power 

* Vid. Proph. Daniel, c. iii. little work, " The Patrons of 
t See this view well deve- Erin," by W. G. Todd. London, 
loped in a very unpretending 1859, p. 47. 
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to protect, and of His readiness to assist men, made to 
His own likeness, in their struggles with His and 
their enemies. 

But St. Patrick was unduly tolerant of pagan prac- 
tices. Dr. Todd may think so ; whether rightly or 
otherwise, remains to be considered. Dr. O'Donovan, 
who is cited by him, is not at all decisive on the 
matter. His authority, such as it is, is not quite 
fairly quoted. O'Donovan, when explaining the 
facility with which Christianity was established in 
Ireland, aflSrms that our Apostle prudently engrafted 
it on Paganism, not as if he favoured superstition, 
but by giving a proper direction to some usages, in 
themselves indifferent, long observed by the pagan 
Irish. He adds, we admit, that this half pagan, half 
Christian religion, survives to the present day in the 
superstitions of the peasantry. If, indeed, by this, 
he intends to assert, that a grotesque form of Chris- 
tianity was transmitted by the Apostle of Ireland, to 
successive generations, we contend that he has not un- 
derstood the spirit of the Apostle, nor spoken in con- 
formity with the truth of history. But Dr. O'Donovan 
has surely meant nothing more than this — that in 
the course of time some indifferent practices, which 
Patrick tolerated, after he had done away with their 
superstitious tendency, were unhappily revived in a 
pernicious sense, by some ignorant and easily deluded 
Christians. To accuse St. Patrick of giving counte- 
nance to superstition, because he accommodated him- 
self, without any compromise of the purity of the 
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Gospel truths, to the prejudices of the people, is to 
exhibit a complete forgetfulness of that spirit of 
charity and prudence which guided the Apostles 
themselves in the earliest propagation of Christianity. 
For Dr. Todd should remember how the prejudices of 
Jewish converts* were respected, when these preju- 
dices did not clash with the truths of the New Dis- 
pensation. And were it consistent with the limits 
which we have prescribed to ourselves, it could be 
easily shown, from the records of the propagation of 
the Gospel in pagan countries, that St. Patrick but 
imitated the conduct of many Apostles, whose exalted 
piety and undefiled faith it would be the highest pre- 
sumption to question for a moment. 

One word more concerning St. Patrick's faith, as 
represented by Dr. Todd, and we dismiss the subject. 
At page 390, he pronounces the doctrine of our 
Apostle, as set forth in his " Confession,'' to be 
" certainly not Homoousian ;" and that it is uncertain 
whether St, Patrick had seen the Creed of Nicaea. 
Dr. Todd is quite mistaken in this opinion on the 
doctrine of the " Confession ;" and his inference, 
being wholly unsupported by any attempt at proof, 
need not detain us. Is a confession of faith not 

* See Act. Ap, c. xxiii. vv. sunt, quasi suh lege essem 

17, 18; ib. c. xvi. v. 3: (cum ipse non essem suh lege) ut 

^^ Hunc\Tinwtheum\volu%tFaulus eos qui sub lege erantj lucrifa" 

secum prqficisci : et assume^is civ' cerem,** And see passim the 

cumcidit eum propter Judceos qui History of the early Jewish 

erant in Ulis locis;** and 1 Cor. conyerts. 
c. ix. y. 21 : " lis qui sub lege 
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Homoousian, because this word, or its Latin equiva- 
lent, consubstantialisy is not expressed in it ? If 
this only be Dr. Todd's meaning, he should have 
stated it, and not lead the incautious reader to sup- 
pose that he has implied a positive opposition to the 
Homoousian doctrine in the " Confession," which, 
from the omission of the term " Homoousios," he re- 
gards as " certainly not Homoousian/' But if Dr. Todd 
supposes that the doctrine of the consubstantiality 
is not clearly expressed in Patrick's creed, and this 
supposition is indeed the natural signification of his 
language, he either forgets what consubstantiality im- 
ports, or does a manifest injustice to the " Confession " 
of St. Patrick. For, our Saint confesses that Jesus 
Christ is the Son of God, has been always with the 
Father, spiritually with the Father, in an ineff^able man- 
ner begotten, before all beginning, and that Jesus Christ 
is Lord and God. This is truly a Homoousian Creed, 
although the word "Homoousios" or "Consubstantialis" 
is not used therein. When the fathers of Nicaea 
(325) explained, as far as it admitted of explanation, 
the sublime and unfathomable mystery of the Incar- 
nation, and replied to the arguments, from the analogy 
of human generation, urged by the Arians, they 
adopted language so like what we find in Patrick's 
" Confession," that we are struck with this similarity 
as a probable proof that he was acquainted not only 
with the Creed of Nicaea, but with the reasoning* on 

* The Emperor Constantine barrassed by the subtle argu- 
the Great was not a little em- ments of the Arian faction at 
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which it was based. Since, like those venerable con- 
fessors of the faith, he exhibits the eternal Son of God 
as spiritually begotten in an ineffable manner, that is, 
in a manner for which not only no perfect example 
occurs in the relations that exist between human 
paternity and filiation, but which baffles all power of 
human expression, and the highest efforts of man's 
circumscribed and feeble intelligence. 

The Saints of the Second order are represented by 
Dr. Todd as weak and narrow-minded men, incapable 
of divesting themselves of the old superstitions of their 
race and country. The grossest superstitions they 
would fain eradicate ; but they claimed for their own 
sacred books and reliquaries the same virtues which 
the Druids by their incantations pretended to give to 
rings and stones and talismans. And yet this order 
of Saints was composed of zealous men, whom Dr. 
Todd lauds as the reformers of their age. With a 
view to decide how far Dr. Todd's censure is correct, 
it may be asked whether he attributes any efficacy to 
prayer, and whether special prayers are allowed by 
him to have any special efficacy ? He can hardly 
reply to either question in the negative, without con* 
demning the word of God, and the Liturgy of that 
Church to which he is sincerely attached. The 
Prayer of prayers, the " Lord's Prayer," which the 

Nicsea against the consabstan- that human generation was in- 

tiality of the won!. The ortho- capable of illustrating the ineffa- 

dox fathers removed all his ble spiritual generation of the 

doubts by many arguments, and, Son of God. 
among others, by assuring him 
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Redeemer's own sacred lips dictated to His disciples, 
is at once an evidence of the eflBca^ej of prayer, 
and of the necessity of supplication for specific 
purposes. 

The English Liturgy* abounds in forms of prayer 
for special wants and particular intentions. Were 
the Irish Saints of the " Second order" therefore super- 
stitious, because they claimed for their sacred books 
and rituals — which contained the inspired words of 
the Holy Ghost, and petitions breathing a spirit of 
exalted and purest piety — avirtue and efficacy capable 
of counteracting the diabolical rites by which pagan- 
ism imposed upon its votaries ? Let me put another 
question to Dr. Todd. Is not Christianity some- 
thing better than the false religions which it eradi- 
cated ? Was it not offered as the good tidings 
of God to man — as a gift imcomparably superior 
to those absurd and impious forms of worship, 
which the corrupt passions of human nature in- 
vented for the homage of idols? Was it supersti- 
tion in the Apostles to claim for the sacred word of 
God, a virtue infinitely greater than that vainly 
attributed to the philters, phylacteries, amulets, cabala, 
spells, and incantations of demonology ? And are the 

• See " The Book of Common and 25 th October. Mant's 

Prayer" for " Prayers and Book of Common Prayer, 4to, 

Thanksgivings npon several oc- Oxford, 1820. In later editions 

casions," and for " Forms of of the Book of Common Prayer, 

Prayer to he used at Sea^' and some of the " forms of prayer" 

for "Forms of Prayer" for 5th found in Mant's edition are 

Nov., 30th January, 29th May, omitted. 
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Saints of the early Irish Church to be accounted 
superstitious, in having imitated the example of the 
Apostles? We acknowledge that the early Irish Saints 
attributed a virtue to sacred relics, and held them in 
veneration, but we assert that in this there was no 
superstition ; and we rejoice that the very objection 
made by Dr. Todd, is an admission of a practice 
which we respect and approve, notwithstanding that 
so high an authority stigmatizes it as superstitious. 
With the Catholic Church we, of course, deprecate 
all abuses in the veneration of sacred relics; and 
"whenever Dr. Todd proves from authentic sources, 
that the early Saints of Ireland were guilty of real 
abuses in their veneration of sacred relics, we are 
prepared to admit that his charge of superstition is 
well-grounded. Now this he has not done, has not 
attempted to do, and never can do. But when he 
pronounces these holy men to be tainted with super- 
stition, because they followed the universal practice 
of the Church, even in her purest days, and acted in 
company with St. Jerome, St. Ambrose, St. Angus- 
tine, St. Isidore of Pelusium, St. Gregory Nazianzen, 
St. Basil, St. Cyril of Jerusalem, etc., he deserves to 
be rebuked in the strong language addressed by St. 
Jerome to Vigilantius : " You fight with an unclean 
spirit against the Spirit of Christ .... and you have 
all the bishops of the world opposed to you." I do 
not wish to enter farther on this disputed ground. 
Enough has been said to exhibit the weakness of Dr. 
Todd's charge against our early Saints ; a charge 
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which he would not have brought forward at all, 
had he not mixed up polemics with an historical in- 
quiry, and studied our annalists by the false lights of 
his prejudices. 

ST. PATRICK DESCRIBED AS ILLITERATE AND IGNORANT, 
AND HIS EDUCATION UNDER ST. GERMANUS DENIED, 
BY DR. TODD. 

IV. "The author" [St. Patrick], writes Dr. Todd, 
at page 353, " acknowledges himself to be unlearned 
and rustic — in other words, brought up in the country 
as an unlearned man." At page 387, Dr. Todd again 
writes : " If he [St. Patrick] had, indeed, received any 
such education" [referring to an ecclesiastical educa- 
tion in the schools of St. Germanus and St. Martin, 
on the Continent], " it is impossible to believe .... 
that he could have failed to have urged " such an 
argument against those " who questioned his qualifi- 
cations." Let me ask Dr. Todd whether he himself 
receives St. Patrick's modest and humble declarations 
concerning his rusticity and ignorance, in their literal 
and unqualified sense ? If so, why does he stop short, 
and not take St. Patrick at his word, when he speaks 
of himself as a fool^ and the most despicable of all in 
this world ? For this reason, that the lowly terms in 
which our Apostle speaks of himself, must be inter- 
preted by canons very different from those that apply 
to ordinary compositions. The profound humility of 
the saints allowed them to discover in themselves 
nothing but imperfections, and these highly exagge- 



THE ANCIENT CHURCH OF IRELAND. 67 

rated ; and we cannot draw from this mean estimate 
of their qualifications any safe inferences, except a 
deep conviction of their singular unselfishness, and a 
useful lesson to curb the vanity which is so apt to 
taint the little good we are able to do. The great 
Apostle of the Gentiles describes himself as one " not 
worthy to be called an Apostle ;"* as " speaking fool- 
ishly ;''t as one of the " foolish things of the world," 
chosen to " confound the wise," and one of the " weak 
things," " to confound the strong."! Yet, who would 
dare assert that we must understand such expressions 
as true to the letter? If, then, St. Paul, who enjoyed 
the advantages of the schools of Tarsus, and studied 
the law and the prophets at the feet of Gamaliel, 
could speak in such terms of self abasement, it may 
surprise Dr. Todd, but does not surprise us, to find 
our own humble and meek Patrick acknowledging him- 
self unlearned and rustic, though he, too, may have 
studied the law, and the prophets, and the Gospel, under 
St. Germanus. We must, then, judge of St. Patrick's 
attainments by some other standard than his own 
estimate, which plainly underrates them. The " Con- 
fession," written when our Apostle was grown old, 
and after his long and laborious mission among a 
barbarous people — written in a language differing 
from that which, for so many years, he was obliged 
to adopt— written in a language which his early 

* 1 Cor. XV. 9. t 1 <^or- »• 27. 

t 2 Cor. xi. 21. 
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captivity did not permit him to cultivate at that age 
when a language can be best studied — is not, indeed, 
commended by any of the graces of style, nor free 
from the forms of a rude Latinity. Yet, with all 
this inelegance and uncouthness of diction, a distin- 
guished historian and eminent critic, who may be 
fairly ranked before Dr. Todd, Lenain de Tillemont,* 
describes the " Confession " as a work abounding in 
good sense, full of spirit and energy, glowing with 
tender piety, and impressed with the writer's sense 
of his own lowliness, weighed down by the grave 
responsibilities of his exalted ministry. Nay, more, 
this " Confession," continues Tillemont, breathes the 
spirit of a martyr, and leaves no doubt as to the 
writer's thorough knowledge of the Scriptures, and 
pourtrays his character as strikingly resembling that 
of St. Paul. Will any one, then, concur with the. 
learned author of the " Memoir," in thinking it im- 
possible for Patrick to have been regularly educated 
in the schools of St. Germain and St. Martin, because 
he has spoken of himself as one afraid of attempting to. 
write in the language of the civilized world, and for 
this reason, that he had not read like others who con- 
tinued to cultivate through life, and so increase, the 
knowledge with which they had been imbued in their 
early days? Every judicious and thoughtful reader 
will discover, in the circumstance of our Apostle's early. 



* See Tillemont, Memoirespour servir a L'Hist. Ecdes, Tom, xvi. 
p. 464, 4to, Paris, 1712, 



^ 



THE ANCIENT CHURCH OF IRELAND. 69 

captivity, and in the stirring and laborious scenes of 
his long residence* among a barbarous people, a suffi- 
cient cause for the rudeness of his Latinity ; and refer 
his solid and extensive knowledge of Christian virtue, 
and of the sacred Scriptures, to some able masters, who 
knew how so indelibly to impress truth on the minds 
of their disciples, that no length of time, nor distrac- 
tion of oflSce, nor pressure of cares, could efface the 
remembrance of it. But why, it may be said, is St. 
Patrick altogether silent, both in his " Confession" and 
in his Epistle against Coroticus, as to the fact of his 
having been prepared for the sacred ministry in the 
school of St. Germain ? It is surprising that any 
person who carefully reads the " Confession," can be 
at a loss to account for this absence of all reference 
to the school of St. Germain or of St. Martin ; for it 
is manifest that St. Patrick, so far from evincing 
any disposition to deny or extenuate the charges of 
ignorance and unworthiness, with which his enemies 
upbraided him, readily and cheerfully acknowledges 
them, and, in his humility, is anxious to exaggerate 
them. He goes so far as to say, that he was almost 
deterred from writing any defence on account of his 
imperfect knowledge of the very language in which he 

• BoLLANDUS, Act. SS, {BoU dem, qui in fragmentis a Biogra- 

land.)j ad 17 Martii,p. 519, F, phis ex Confessione citatis repe- 

in vindicating the authenticity rltur, atque inter barbaros Latinae 

of the Epistle to Coroticus, ac- linguae penitus ignaros viginti et 

counts for its defective Latinity, pluribus annis in tanta adtate ex- 

and that of the ** Confession," cidere facillime potuisse." 
thus : — ** Sciat stylum esse eun- 



70 THE ANCIENT CHURCH OF IRELAND. 

wrote, seeing that his speech had been changed into 
another tongue. It woul 1 have been wholly incon- 
sistent in a writer who thus depresses and abases 
himself, that God's powerful grace may be the more 
manifest, to refer to any evidence that might discredit 
the imputation of those who reproached him with a 
want of knowledge, which he so humbly admits, and, 
with more striking humility, greatly overstates. Had 
he, then, appealed to the famous schools on the Con- 
tinent in which he studied ; to the learned masters by 
whom he was instructed ; to the distinguished fellow- 
pupils with whom he had associated, he would have 
spoken quite truly, indeed, but not to his purpose ; for 
his reply to his opponents proceeded on the admission, 
open, direct, and many times repeated by him, of his 
own lowliness, unworthiness, and ignorance. To speak 
of St. Germain and St. Martin, indeed ! No ; his early 
defects, his want of all merit, God's infinite condescen- 
sion in having selected him for the work of the ministry, 
these are the themes upon which he dwells, thus faith- 
fully imitating the Apostle of the Gentiles, who gave 
God thanks that he was accounted faithful, and had 
the Gospel committed to his trust, " who before was a 
blasphemer, and a persecutor, and contumelious f* 
and appeared " in weakness, and in fear, and in much 
trembling, .... not in the persuasive words of human 
wisdom, but in showing of the spirit and power,"t 
when he preached before the Corinthians, by some of 

♦ 1 Tim. i. 13. + 1 Cor. ii. 3, 4. 
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whom he was upbraided with defects, like those that 
were imputed to St. Patrick. Even Dr. Todd himself 
does not strongly insist on the silence of the Epistle 
against Coroticus, in reference to St. Patrick's educa- 
tional training on the Continent, as very decisive 
evidence that he received no such education. This 
Epistle begins with the words,* " Patricius peccator 
indoctus ;" almost closes with "sicut intimavit im. 
peritia mea ;" and expresses a like sentiment in the 
phrase, " per exhortationem parvitatis nostras," at the 
end of the fourth section. Such was not an occasion 
when we might expect the writer to speak of the 
advantages that he enjoyed under the tuition of St. 
Germain of Auxerre, or St. Martin of Tours. When, 
with the ardent zeal and vehemence of an Apostle, 
and the fearless courage of an ambassador of Christ,! 
St Patrick excommunicates the heartless tyrant, who, 
though a professing Christian, put to death, or carried 
off into hopeless captivity, Patrick's most beloved 
neophytes, he makes use of the most touching appeals, 
and the most appalling judgments of God's sacred 
word, to soften the heart and subdue the obduracy of 
this ruthless Coroticus. Surely there was no room 
here for a reference to his early relations with St. 
Germain. The negative argumentj against St. 
Patrick's connexion with St. Germain, derived from 
the Hymn of St. Sechnall or Secundinus, scarcely 

* See Epistola S. Patricii ad ^2 Cor. v. 20. 
Christianos Corotici tyranni sub- \ See the " Memoir,** p. 312. 
ditos^ Act, SS. (BoUand.) xvii. 
Martii, p. 538. 



72 THE ANCIENT CHURCH OF IRELAND. 

deserves a serious refutation. The historian must 
not look for the detailed events of our Apostle's life 
in a mere panegyric on his virtues ; and the Hymn 
of Secundinus is nothing more. The great Ussher 
never supposed that such an omission could afford 
any ground for doubting our Apostle's connexion with 
the Continent, and even with Rome itself. The 
Hymn of St. Fiacc, Fiacc's Scholiast, Maccumachtheni, 
Eric of Auxerre, the Vita Secunda, the Vita Tertia, 
the Vita Quarta, the Vita Quinta by Probus, the 
Vita Sexta by Joceline, the Vita Septima or Tripar- 
tita, the Leabhar Breac, etc., supply us with ample 
and decisive evidence of the fact, that St. Patrick 
prepared for his missionary labours in Ireland under 
the guidance of the illustrious Bishop of Auxerre. 
The purport of this Essay does not permit us to 
discuss these direct and conclusive testimonies. 

ST. PATRICK'S COMMISSION FROM POPE CELESTINB, 

REJECTED BY DR. TODD. 

V. At page vi. of his Preface, Dr. Todd writes: 
. " The story of St. Patrick's commission from Pope 
Celestine, is rejected in the following pages, simply 
because the writer believes that there is no satis- 
factory evidence for if And discussing the subject 
in the " Memoir," under the headings, " the Eoman 
Mission ignored,"* and " Probable Date of Patrick's 
arrival in Ireland,"! he goes a step or two farther, 

* See " Memoir," marginal f ^^ heading of pp. 392, 
note, p. 310. 393, of the " Memoir." 
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and most elaborately attempts to prove, that there 
is satisfactory evidence against it. Accepting Dr. 
Todd's most explicit assurances, we must suppose 
him to have been influenced, in his very laboured 
investigation of this portion of the history of our 
Apostle, by a zeal only for historical truth. For, in 
his Preface, he declares, that "he cannot perceive 
how the question, whether Patrick had or had not 
his mission from Eome, affects in any way the con- 
troversy, which now unhappily divides the western 
Church. ... If we acknowledge, as we must do, the 
Roman mission of Palladius, as well as the Roman 
mission of Augustine of Canterbury, it is difficult 
to see what is to be gained by denying the Roman 
mission of Patrick." And at page 333, note 1, he 
observes : " It is a pity that this question should 
have ever been in any way connected with the con- 
troversies between the Churches of England and 
Rome. So far as those controversies are concerned, 
we are no more affected by the Roman mission of St. 
Patrick (if the fact could be proved) than we are by 
the Roman mission of St. Germain or of Palladius. 
The fact that missionaries were sent out with the 
sanction of Rome, no more proves the modern Papal 
claim to universal supremacy, than the fact of a bishop 
being now sent to the interior of Africa with the 
sanction of Canterbury, would prove the universal 
supremacy of the Primate of England." 

Here two very important questions must be care- 
fully distinguished : the one having reference to the 
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evidence adduced by Dr. Todd against the fact of St. 
Patrick having had his mission from Pope Celestine ; 
the other relating to the truth or falsehood of Dr. 
Todd's assertion, that such a fact, if proved, does not 
affect in any way the controversy concerning Papal 
supremacy. The former question we must discuss 
at some length, as it is intimately connected with Dr. 
Todd's capabilities of reforming our history, and goes 
far to decide the degree of confidence with which his 
readers may be justified in admitting his conclusions ; 
the latter we can treat only incidentally, as otherwise 
we should transgress the limits within which we feel 
it necessary to coi^ne our remarks for the present. 

The evidence upon which Dr. Todd rejects the 
Roman mission of St. Patrick, not only as not proved, 
but as untrue, is twofold : negative arguments de- 
rived from the silence with regard to the Roman 
mission of some early ecclesiastical records, and a 
positive demonstration of the impossibility of such a 
mission, from its date being irreconcilable with cor- 
rect chronology. 



DR. TODD'S NEGATIVE ARGUMENTS. 

1. " The Confession of Patrick contains not a word 
of a mission from Pope Celestine. . . . Had he received 
a regular commission from the See of Rome, that fact 
alone would have been an unanswerable reply ... to 
the charge of presumption in having undertaken such 
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a work as the conversion of the Irish, rude and un- 
learned as he was."* The "Epistle to Coroticus'' 
" makes no allusion to a mission from Rome."t 

2. " This Hymn [the Hymn of St. Sechnall, or 
Secundinus], although its object was to celebrate the 
praises of St. Patrick, makes no mention of his mis- 
sion from Eome."t 

3. The Hymn of St. Fiacc contains " no allusion to 
the Roman mission of St. Patrick."^ 

4. " The Life of St. Patrick in the Book of Armagh 
ignores the Roman mission."!! 

We have already had occasion to notice the " Confes- 
sion of St. Patrick," and the " Epistle against Coroticus," 
and to show how unfairly the silence of these documents 
was appealed to as evidence against our Apostle's early 
training under St. Germain. The attempt made to 
reject the " Roman mission," because all reference to 
it is omitted in these same documents, is feeble in the 
extreme. Dr. Todd is one of those writers whose 
principles for trying conclusions, far from being fixed 
and uniform, are of the most convenient and elastic 
kind. The very reasoning on which he at times 
most confidently relies, is not unfrequently repudiated 
by him as utterly inconclusive. In the question 
before us, he contends that had St. Patrick a mission 
from Rome, he must have pleaded that fact in his 
justification ; and yet, at page 271, he asserts that a 

* See "Memoir,*' p. 310. § See "Memoir," p. 313. 

t See "Memoir," p. 311. || See "Memoir," marginal 

t See "Memoir," p. 312. note, p. 314. 
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Papal sanction tx) a bishop was not, in the fifth 
century, regarded as a circumstance of such moment 
as to require special notice. He would, of course, 
reply to this, that he speaks there of a very different 
case. But the difference, as it will be made appear, 
lies entirely on our side. St. Patrick, in his " Con- 
fession,'' defends himself against some vague and not 
very clearly-stated charges, in undertaking his mis- 
sion, and of incompetency for the work. This he 
does by humbly admitting his unworthiness, and 
ignorance, and even foolishness — a strange apology, 
indeed ! — ^yet by showing, at the same time, that the 
finger of God was in his work — in the heavenly call 
that summoned him to carry the light of the Gospel 
into the dark land of his early captivity, and in the 
grand results with which God crowned his labours. 
It would be out of place to press his adversaries with 
his mission from Rome. They could have replied 
that a like commission was a failure in the hands of 
his predecessor Palladius ; that the commission to 
Patrick was unwisely given to so unfit a person ; or, 
perhaps, that such a commission, although a pre- 
sumption in favour of the competency of an untried 
person, was no defence for the man who had proved 
himself too illiterate and otherwise unqualified for 
so arduous a mission. Or it may be that even then 
some of our Apostle's adversaries were disposed, as 
Dr. Todd is at this present moment, to scoff at an 
appeal to a Roman commission, on account of their 
utter contempt for all authority. Such men could 
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be silenced only by the manifest power of God's 
grace working a miraculous conversion of a pagan 
nation, through that very ministry which they pre- 
sumed to despise and condemn. 

But let us suppose that St. Patrick had the sanc- 
tion of Rome, and that such sanction was, in his 
times, commonly given, directly or indirectly, to all 
missions regularly organized for the conversion of the 
heathen, does Dr. Todd sincerely believe that in this 
hypothesis St. Patrick must have referred in his 
" Confession'' to his mission from Rome ? If he holds 
this opinion, he must explain why it is that our Apos- 
tle does not speak of his ordination as priest, or his 
consecration as bishop. It requires no proof that, in 
the supposition made, it would be wholly superfluous, 
and even irrelevant, to make a reference to his Roman 
commission. It would be to assert what was never 
denied, to prove what was never questioned, or to an- 
nounce what was publicly known and acknowledged. 
Now what we have assumed merely as an hypothesis, was, 
in very truth, the actual case. And until Dr. Todd 
proves, against all Catholic teaching, that Rome did not, 
from the earliest days, give its necessary sanction, 
directly or indirectly, to all missions, both in the East 
and in the West ; or that, though she did so, it was not 
generally known that her sanction was wont to be 
be given, he cannot, for this one reason, even had he 
proved the insufficiency of every other, infer from the 
silence of Patrick's " Confession," that the writer of 
it had no commission from the Pope. Dr. Todd has 
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not even attempted to prove that a Papal commission, 
direct or indirect, was not required for the due foun- 
dation of Christian Churches. Whenever he under- 
takes to do so, we shall be glad to hear what he has 
to say, and shall give the fullest consideration to his 
views, and the arguments by which they may be 
supported. 

It may serve to exhibit the weakness of Dr. Todd's 
argument against the " Roman commission " from the 
silence of the " Confession " of St. Patrick, if we briefly 
examine how far the doctrine of Papal Supremacy, 
which implies the necessity of a mission from Rome 
in those who found Churches, or the " theory" of a union 
of independent Churches, was likely to be early incul- 
cated by the many Apostles who had the merit of 
first establishing Christianity where it was, as yet, 
either wholly unknown or but imperfectly introduced. 
The Gospel had, as every one knows, two classes of 
opponents — the Jews and the Heathen. The former 
were silenced by an appeal to the prophecies of the 
Old Testament ; the latter by an appeal to reason, 
and an exposure of the gross absurdities of idolatry. 
Both classes, as soon as their first prejudices yielded 
to the overpowering force of argument, and to the 
silent and subduing operation of grace, were at first 
initiated by a simple but solid course of instruction, 
in some of the more important truths of Christianity. 
Gradually a fuller light was permitted to fall upon 
them, and finally the most sacred mysteries, and the 
whole economy of Christ's sacred household, were 
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revealed. The unity of God, and the advent of the 

Redeemer, were first announced ; the unity of the 

Church, and the nature of the Hierarchy established 

by our Lord, were reserved for a later stage in the 

process of instruction. The authority and divinity 

of the Founder of Christianity, were early proclaimed 

to all to whom the great gift of faith was oflfered ; in 

the progress of time, the authority of His ministers, 

especially of His Vicar, was duly made known. In 

controversies which lay between the unconverted Jew 

or Gentile and Christians, it was of no use to appeal 

to the authority of Christian ministers; for their 

authority was not recognized by the enemies of the 

Gospel. In those unhappy divisions which sprung 

up among the Christians themselves, the question, not 

unfrequently, was entirely unconnected with any 

dispute concerning the legitimate exercise of authority. 

With these remarks, with the truth of which every 

student of Church History is familiar, I resume the 

inquiry to which the " Confession'' of St. Patrick 

has, by its silence as to a Roman commission, given 

rise. The " Confession " may be viewed either as an 

exposition of some of the great truths of Christianity, 

or as a defence of Patrick's ministry. As a brief 

doctrinal exposition of certain fundamental truths, 

it naturally passes by several points of Catholic 

doctrine and discipline, since many of those to whom 

it was addressed were not yet prepared for a fuller 

course of instruction ; and in this respect it resembles 

the elementary discourses of the missionaries in 
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apostolic times, in their first efforts to win converts 
to the truth of the Gospel. In such an exposition, 
we are not to look for an account of a divinely -in- 
stituted Hierarchy, and of the extent and limits of 
ecclesiastical jurisdiction. The " Confession," as far 
as it is a vindication of St. Patrick's ministry against 
certain vague charges, was addressed to one or other 
of two classes, perhaps to both : to those who acknow- 
ledged Papal Supremacy, or to those who recognized 
no authority in the Pope. If the former were 
addressed, we can well understand why St. Patrick, 
although having a commission from Pope Celestine, 
has not said a word about it in his "Confession." 
It was unnecessary for him to appeal to the fact of 
his mission from Rome, which was not called into 
question by those who knew that no bishop would 
presume to propagate the Gospel, and exercise juris- 
diction, without the sanction and approval of the 
Successor of St. Peter. But if St. Patrick replied to 
those who repudiated the supremacy of the Vicar of 
Christ, it is obvious that they should be confounded 
by some other arguments than an appeal to that 
high sanction, which was entirely ignored by them. 
Whether, then, we regard the " Confession" as an 
announcement of some great truths of Christianity, 
accommodated to the circumstances of the times, 
when many unbelievers were still to be found in the 
country, or as an apology in reply to unfounded 
charges, we discover an explanation for its silence as 
to a " Roman mission," which quite refutes Dr. Todd's 
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assertion, that this silence can be accounted for only 
in the supposition that Patrick had no mission from 
Rome. 

It may be that the doctrine of Papal Supremacy, and 
consequently of the necessity of a mission from Rome, 
very naturally omitted in the " Confession," had been 
frequently and distinctly inculcated in other writings 
of St. Patrick, as well as in the " Canon of St. Patrick," 
preserved in the " Book of Armagh."* These may 
have shared the fate of so many other Irish records, 
that have been lost, either through neglect or from 
lapse of time, or destroyed by the barbarous policy of 
rulers hostile to Catholic faith and Irish nationality. 
And if so, the silence of the " Confession " admits of 
an interpretation quite at variance with the opinion 
of Dr. Todd. 

More than two hundred millions of Christians be- 
lieve that the Pope, as Vicar of Christ, and Successor 
of St. Peter, has, of right divine, universal spiritual 
supremacy, and that every bishop in the Christian 
Church must, for the legitimate exercise of his oflSce, 
be in communion with the See of Rome, and have the 
sanction of the Head of the Church. Let us suppose 
that some person, a Turk or Chinese, or perhaps an 
English Protestant, ignorant of this fact, is, for the 
first time, told that such is the case. Let us further 
suppose that this stranger to Catholic doctrine doubts 

* See Eugene 0*Curry, Lec-^ Lect. xviii. p. 372, and Appen- 
turea on the Manuscript Mate- dix, No. cxvii. p. 611. 
rials of Ancient Irish History^ 

F 
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the statement of his informant, and proposes to inves- 
tigate the subject in some Catholic works within 
his reach — suppose the "Annals of the Propaga- 
tion of the Faith," or the " Lives" of some of the 
more recent Apostles, as St. Francis Xavier, Matthew 
Ricci, Adam Schall, Joseph Anchietta, St. Lewis Ber- 
trand, etc., by whose extraordinary zeal and labours 
the Catholic faith was carried to many distant pagan 
nations. After much patient industry in perusing 
voluminous correspondence and interesting biogra- 
phies, he finds no evidence of Papal Supremacy, or of 
"Roman Commissions," and concludes that his in- 
formant deceived him. His inference would be just 
as correct as Dr. Todd's, his argument equally decisive. 
It would never occur to the sceptical Turk, Chinese, 
or Englishman, that the truth, after which he in- 
quired, was so elementary in Catholic teaching, so 
constantly assumed as a thing perfectly understood, 
and so much a matter of course, that express reference 
to it may be omitted in hundreds of pages of the history 
of those missions in which Sovereign Pontiffs displayed 
their greatest zeal, and which were carried on by 
members of religious orders, in which a special vow 
of absolute obedience to the common father of the 
faithful is solemnly made ; and that the " Lives " of 
the Apostles, who planted the cross in China, in Japan, 
in Oceanica, in North and South America, and in 
Africa, and entered on their labours with a particular 
blessing and authorization from the Popes, may 
scarcely refer to so plain and so well understood a 
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portion of the faith of Catholics ; or that the reference 
may have escaped his notice. Can Dr. Todd reject 
the " Roman mission " of St. Patrick with any better 
reason than onr supposed stranger to Catholic doctrine 
has rejected the " Roman mission '' of St. Francis 
Xavier or St. Lewis Bertrand ? 

It is scarcely necessary to say, that, in the preceding 
remarks, the writer, except in one instance, where a 
reference is made to the " Canon of St. Patrick," has 
abstracted altogether from what he believes to have 
been the actual state of the case, and the truth of 
which he knows can be established on evidence of the 
clearest kind, namely, that Papal Supremacy was 
taught by St. Patrick, and acknowledged by all his 
sincere converts, and that in his days, as before and 
since, there could be no legitimate mission to preach 
the Gospel and found Churches, without the sanction 
of the Holy See. He has felt that in conducting the 
inquiry into the question at issue between him and 
Dr. Todd, he could not refer to his own belief in the 
matter as any argument against those who reject the 
doctrine of the Supremacy of the Pope. Neither did 
it fall within his present purpose to render an account 
of the faith that is in him. But viewing the facts of 
history as a mere hypothesis^ which is all that is 
required in the present discussion, and which hypo- 
thesis Dr. Todd has never attempted to prove to be 
false, he has shown, it is hoped to the satisfaction of 
every unprejudiced reader, that the silence of St. 
Patrick's " Confession'' as to a Roman mission, supplies 



84 THE AXCIEXT CHURCH OF IEELA2n>. 

jio evidence against the £ict that Patrick bad a com- 
mission from Pope Celestine to preach the Gospel in 
Ireland. Were it necessary to prove the fact of a 
recognition of Papal Supremacy by St. Patrick and 
by the early Church founded by him in Ireland, there 
are sure sources from which its truth could be estab- 
lished beyond all doubt and against all reasonable 
cavil. A word only as to the silence of the " Epistle 
against Coroticus." Dr. Todd does not seriously think 
that any reference to a Roman commission was called 
for, or would have found a fitting place, in the excom- 
munication of a tyrant, who, although nominally a 
Christian, lived by piracy, trafficked in the blood 
of his fellow-men, and had already wantonly flouted 
and impiously ridiculed St. Patrick's first most 
touching appeal for the release of his kidnapped 
neophytes. 

2. The alleged silence of the Hymn of St. Sechnall, 
or Secundinus, can be easily accounted for. The 
author is the mere panegyrist of the virtues, not the 
historian of the life of our Apostle. His alphabetical 
Hymn, composed, as an ancient writer informs us,* in 
praise of St. Patrick, thus announces this purport in 
the opening stanza : — 

<^ Audite omnes amantes Domiimm sancta merita 
Viri in Christo Beati, Patricii Episcopi : 
Qaomodo bonnm ob actum simnlatur Angelis, 
Perfectamq ; propter vitam sequatur Apostolis." 

* See CoLQAN, Trias Thaum, Pcefatio Veteris Anontmt\i^. 211. 
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Assuredly the Roman mission of Patrick was not 
a topic to be necessarily introduced by his panegyrist 
in a poem of less than one hundred lines. I have 
written the alleged silence ; for, Dr. Todd will never 
be able to prove that the third stanza of this Hymn 
does not contain a reference, as explicit as could be 
looked for in a short metrical eulogy, to the fact, that 
St. Patrick received his mission from Rome, and was 
thereby made a participator in the mission and apos- 
tolate of St. Peter : — 

^^ Constans in Dei timore et fide immobilis 
Supra quern sedificatur, ut Petrus, ecclesia : 
Cuj usque apostolatum a Deo sortitus est 
In cujus porta adversus infemi non praevalent." 

If the ordinary rules of Grammar apply to the inter- 
pretation of the second verse of this strophe, the 
most approved reading* of which I have adopted, and 
if the third verse is to be received in its obvious sense, 
it can no longer be asserted by Dr. Todd that St. 
Secundinus is certainly silent as to Patrick's commis- 
sion from Rome. But as long as there is a legitimate 
doubt about this silence, which is the very basis of 
Dr. Todd's argument, his statement that the Hymn of 
St. Secundinus makes no mention of Patrick's mission 
from Rome, must be rejected as entirely false, or what 
suffices for our purpose, as quite unproved. Yet, as 

* See Todd, " Memoir,*' p. Hymns of the Ancient Church 
313; and Moran, "Essays,"' o/'/reZanc?, Dublin, 1853, Fasci- 
p. 91. See also the Book of cuius I. 
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" even too much zeal for virtue may be had," I am 
not unprepared to admit, that this third stanza affords 
us, in our present discussion with Protestants, no 
more than a probable argument, which is all that we 
require here, in favour of Papal Supremacy and a 
Papal commission to St. Patrick. For they know 
how to interpret it consistently with their own theory, 
as opposed to the faith of Catholics, and that, too, 
without doing extreme violence to the language of 
the text viewed apart from other evidences. Their 
theory we reject as false ; but to assume its falsehood 
in the present inquiry would be, as I conceive it, to 
forget that no advantage can be gained by departing 
from the obvious principles upon which every such 
inquiry must be conducted. 

3. From the silence of the Hymn of Fiacc, Dr. 
Todd cannot deduce any inference against the fact 
of St. Patrick's Roman mission. He thus argues; 
St. Fiacc makes no allusion to the Roman mission of 
St. Patrick, therefore he had no such mission. 
Reasoning of this kind is not calculated to satisfy 
the intelligent readers of the " Memoir f and, I dare 
say, the author has himself felt how illusive and 
weak it must appear to all whose prejudices are not 
strong enough to make them indifferent to the truth 
of history. St. Fiacc passes over in silence many 
facts connected with the history of our Apostle. 
The long and important interval that elapsed be- 
tween the term of his captivity and his arrival in 
Ireland as successor of Palladius and Apostle of this 
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island, is described in eight short lines of thirty, 
three words ; and, surely, it is preposterous to con- 
elude, from the silence of so meagre an epitome, that 
events, not described there, must be rejected as 
having no foundation in fact. The better known 
and the more notorious such a fact was in the times 
of the author of the Hymn, and the more it was 
regarded as an ordinary occurrence, and as quite 
a matter of course, the more likely it was to be 
altogether omitted in a brief enumeration, like St. 
Fiacc's, of some of the singular and peculiar events 
in the life of our Apostle. Dr. Todd is not very 
consistent in his dealings with this testimony of St. 
Fiacc : he rejects one fact* which St. Fiacc attests ; 
he rejects another, because St. Fiacc has not attested 
it. But this want of consistency is more apparent 
in the harsh and exaggerated criticism with which 
he discards Fiacc's positive testimony in one case, 
and his easy and convenient logic, in converting the 
silence of the same writer into a decisive argument 
against the existence of a fact which that writer 
very naturally omitted. 

4. The last document (and it is an important one) 
referred to by Dr. Todd, as decisive, by its silence, 
against Patrick's Roman mission, is a tract preserved 
in the " Book of Armagh," and written by an author 
of the hard name of Muirchu-Maccumachtheni. This 

* *' Et apad Germanum re- Dr. Todd denies St. Patrick's 
niansit." — Line 1 9th of Place's sojourn with St. Germain. 
Hymn. — Colgan, Tr. Th. p. 1. 
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difficulty against Patrick's mission from Rome is 
easily met. V. Dr. Todd cannot prove that Maccu- 
machtheni has not noticed Patrick's mission from 
Celestine, in that part of his tract which has been 
lost, perhaps designedly destroyed, within the last 
two hundred years. 2^ There is nothing incon- 
sistent with such a notice in what still remains of 
this venerable and important record. 3^ We have 
sufficient evidence, that, in the lost chapters of Maccu- 
machtheni, mention must have been made of St. 
Patrick's Roman mission. These points can be 
satisfactorily established. Dr. Todd admits the first, 
since he writes, at page 315: "We cannot, there- 
fore, say with absolute certainty that it did not 
contain a notice of St. Patrick's mission from Celes- 
tine." Strange admission on the part of the author 
of the " Memoir" ! Pray, observe, and carefully 
too, the singular current of his ideas on this subject. 
A portion of the Life of St. Patrick in the Book of 
Armagh is lost. With an ordinary writer, the con- 
tents of a lost portion of a mutilated work might, 
at best, be made a matter of conjecture. But Dr. 
Todd only abstains from asserting that he has absolute 
certainty that the missing leaf did not contain any 
notice of St. Patrick's mission from Celestine. What 
has certainty y and especially absolute certainty^ to do 
with what may have been stated, or may have been 
omitted, in a lost portion of an ancient and valuable 
tract ? 

Simple reader, be well on your guard. When Dr. 
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Todd quietly assures you that he " cannot say with 
absolute certainty^^ that the missing leaf did not con- 
tain a notice of St. Patrick's " commission from Celes- 
tine," he insinuates, he suggests, he implies, that it 
is highly probable — aye^ certain^ though not absolutely 
certain — that no such notice was contained therein. 
Do we require any clearer evidence that the learned 
author of the " Memoir" is controlled by some strong, 
though perhaps unconscious bias, which forbids him 
to write history as he finds it recorded in our annals, 
and impels him to write down instead the sugges- 
tions of his own prepossessions ? For evidence of 
the truth of my second and third statement in reply 
to this negative argument of Dr. Todd, I must take 
leave to refer the reader to a very valuable work,* 
which appeared while this pamphlet was in prepara- 
tion for the press. One remark more, and we dismiss 
this argument of Dr. Todd. At page 315, in a note, 
the author of the " Memoir " not only asserts that the 
Summary (i.^., the summary of chapters of the Life 
of St. Patrick, fol. 20,a, of the Book of Armagh) dis- 
tinctly ignores the Eoman mission, but also that it is 
quite clear that such is the case. And this is proved, 
as Dr. Todd tells us, from the fact, that the summary 
states that St. Patrick desired to visit the Apostolic 
See, and there to learn wisdom, but that, meeting with 
St. Germain in Gaul, he went no further. It is rather 

* Essays on the Origin, Doc- Moran, Vice-Rector of the Irish 
trine, and Discipline of the Early College, Rome. Dublin, 1864. 
Irish Church. By the Rev. Dk. 
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unpleasant to have to notice such unsatisfEU^toiy 
reasoning. There are two palpable defects in Dr. 
Todd's argument : First, it proceeds on the supposi- 
tion, which is contrary to the fact, that the headings 
of the sections observe a chronological order, and 
regards, as a connected narrative, mere references 
to distinct incidents in Patrick's life. Secondly, 
though it were admitted that Patrick, on his way 
to Rome, never advanced farther than Gaul, it may 
yet be asked, how can this admission afford any evi- 
dence against his Roman mission ? Could not Patrick 
have received the sanction of Pope Celestine, though 
he had never been to Rome, had never set a foot on 
Italian soil ? Hence, we may be very liberal with Dr. 
Todd, and even admit that it is quite clear that the 
Summary affords evidence against St. Patrick's visit 
to Rome, and yet sternly maintain that it is very far 
from being clear that it ignores his Roman mission. 



DR. TODD'S CHRONOLOGICAL DIFFICULTIES AGAINST THE 
ROMAN MISSION OF ST. PATRICK. 

The chief argument by which Dr. Todd attempts to 
disprove the truth of Patrick's Roman mission, that 
in which he displays his greatest ingenuity, and the 
only direct and positive proof which he adduces in 
favour of the " independent theory," is that which we 
are now to examine. It is based upon a chronological 
scheme, contrived by him for the purpose of proving 
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the impossibility of an earlier date for the commence- 
ment of Patrick's apostolic life in Ireland than the 
year 440, and the consequent impossibility of his 
having had a commission from Pope St. Celestine. 
The death of Celestine having occurred in the year 
432, and the interval between Patrick's commission 
and his arrival in Ireland being, according to all ac- 
counts, of no very considerable length ; if it be true, as 
Dr. Todd contends, that this arrival did not take place 
before the year 440, it cannot be true that Patrick 
had a commission from Celestine. The idea of depart- 
ing from the date commonly assigned for Patrick's 
arrival, is not quite original on the part of Dr. Todd. 
He borrowed it from Lenain de Tillemont,* and im- 
proved upon it. Tillemont does not define the year 
of our Apostle's advent, but only marks the limits of 
the period within which his coming must have taken 
place. These limits are the years 440 and 460, the 
earliest and latest that can be fixed for that event. 
Although Tillemont does not recognize the commission 
of Celestine, he by no means holds that Patrick was 
without a Roman mission, as he admits that the legi- 
timate exercise of the office of bishop ever required a 
direct or indirect sanction and authorization from the 
Pope. The authority of Tillemont on matters con- 
nected with the early ecclesiastical history of Ireland, 
since he rejects, more boldly than Dr. Todd himself, 

* See Tillemont, Tom. xvi, not. iiJ. sur S. Patrice, p. 783, 
4to, Paris, 1712, p. 460, and sq. 
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many unanimously admitted events in the life of our 
Apostle, can not have much weight in determining the 
year of Patrick's arrival with those who know how 
little Tillemont studied the history of our Saint in its 
most ancient sources, or in the careful and elaborate 
investigations of those learned authors who devoted 
themselves almost exclusively to an impartial, pro- 
found, and judicious study of everything connected 
with the life and labours of the Apostle of this country. 
Nor has Dr. Todd supported the opinion of Tillemont 
with much sudiS^ There is nothing, indeed, which 
so strikingly exhibits the weakness of a cause, as when 
it entirely, and even ridiculously, fails in the hands of 
an able and ready advocate, who is full of his subject, 
and armed at all points. Such, however, is the fate 
of the chronological scheme which Dr. Todd has at- 
tempted to defend. 

His first argument is a perfect prodigy of ludicrous 
inexactness, or extravagant misrepresentation. It is 
this. The ''Epistle against Coroticus,'' written be- 
tween the years 480 and 490, was sent by a vene- 
rable priest, whom Patrick had instructed from his 
infancy. This fact, namely, that our Apostle placed 
at the head of a delicate mission a priest of experience 
and of mature age, whom he had himself baptized and 
educated, proves that when the letter to Coroticus 
was written, we cannot assign less than thirty or 
forty years to Patrick's previous episcopal labours in 
Ireland. But for Dr. Todd-'s theory, it should prove 
that we could not assign inore than thirty or forty 
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years to his previous labours in Ireland. For, if 
within the shorter term of thirty or forty years, the 
baptism, education, and ordination of the messenger 
sent to Coroticus may have easily taken place, there 
would surely be less difficulty in the occurrence of 
these same events within the more extended period of 
fifty or sixty years. There is an intelligible force in 
the argument based upon this fact, to show that 
Patrick could not have arrived in Ireland later than 
the year 460 ; and it is used for this purpose quite 
judiciously by the learned Tillemont. But to infer 
from it that Patrick could not have come here in the 
year 432, is to say that he could not, in the space of 
sixty years, crowd together events which Dr. Todd 
admits have ample room within the narrower compass 
of forty years. Dr. Todd, at page 392, note 1, in- 
forms his readers that his reasoning is adopted from 
Tillemont. "This," he says, "is the reasoning of 
Tillemont." Assuredly, most assuredly not ; and I ap- 
peal to the text of the learned author of the "Memoires 
Ecclesiastiques," tom. xvi. note iii. p. 783, sq. It is 
quite on other grounds than any facts contained in 
the "Epistle to Coroticus," that Tillemont contends 
that Patrick's mission could not have commenced be- 
fore the year 440. From the facts, of which mention 
is made in that " Epistle," he proves but one point — 
that Patrick's arrival cannot be placed later than the 
year 460. That it is quite on other grounds Tille- 
mont argues against an earlier arrival of Patrick than 
the year 440, is, as I have already stated, perfectly 
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clear from what he writes in his third note to the life 
of our Apostle. For the satisfaction, however, of the 
reader, I shall here repeat his arguments for an opi- 
nion which is at variance with that of all our annalists. 
He reasons thus : St. Patrick was sent to Ireland 
after Palladius, who was consecrated first Bishop of 
the Scots. Palladius was a deacon in 429 ; and, 
according to Prosper, was consecrated bishop, and 
sent to Ireland, in 431. Celestine is praised by 
Prosper for having converted the Irish by conse- 
crating a bishop (Palladius) for them. Palladius 
must, therefore, have preached in Ireland for some 
considerable time — for some years, and with some 
success, and must not have relinquished his task, on 
account of the difficulties of the mission, after a few 
months' labour. St. Patrick found clerics before him 
in Ireland, and does not say that Palladius succumbed 
to the difficulties which he himself overcame. Now 
in this attempt which Tillemont makes to prove that 
St. Patrick could not have commenced his apostolic 
life in Ireland before the year 440, there is not 
a single argument deduced from the Epistle about 
Coroticus, although Dr. Todd has declared that his 
own reasoning from that Epistle is the reasoning of 
Tillemont. How has it happened that the learned 
author of the "Memoir of St. Patrick" has so misappre- 
hended the argument of the author of the "Memoires 
Ecclesiastiques " ? How? I find that I have no 
probable conjecture to offer in reply to this question 
save one that I should be unwilling to write down 
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here. I must therefore leave the reader to his own 
surmises. 

Before I take leave of Dr. Todd, I must illustrate 
his very peculiar reasoning, in this instance, by a 
rather homely example: — Paterfamilias orders his 
sapient son to fetch him his purse, that he may pay 
a debt of five pounds. " 'Tis useless, father," replies 
the stolid heir. " Why so, my boy ?" asks the father. 
Then the son: "There are five pounds and ten 
shillings in the purse, and you require but five 
pounds." It is the case of fifty or sixty years, where 
we could do with forty or fifty. 

At page 892, Dr. Todd attempts to deduce from 
the " Confession" a very lame argument against the 
fact, that Patrick's episcopal labours commenced in 
Ireland in the year 432. St. Patrick was forty-five 
years of age at the time of his consecration, if we can 
rely on a passage, found in some copies of the " Con- 
fession," which informs us that a fault committed by 
him at the age of fifteen, was objected to him thirty 
years afterwards, to prevent his elevation to the 
episcopate. Therefore, the limits of the date of his 
birth will be a.d. 395 to 415. How is this made 
out by Dr. Todd? By assuming 440 to 460 as 
the extremes, within which we must place the date 
of his consecration; that is, by taking as granted 
the very thing to be proved, namely, the date of his 
mission^ we can prove something else, the date of his 
birthy which being proved by this independent and 
satisfactory argument, decisively fixes, with all the 
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logical force of a " circulus vitiosus," the date of his 
mismn^ which is the very point at issue. It may, 
perhaps, be said that this is to deal unfairly with the 
argument deduced by Dr. Todd from the " Confes- 
sion," inasmuch as his argument assumes nothing 
but what has been proved already, that 440 and 460 
are the extremes within which we must place the 
date of Patrick's consecration. For what purpose, 
then, is the " Confession" referred to at all ? Read 
the marginal notes, pp. 391, 392, for an answer. 
"Date of St. Patrick's mission;" "As inferred from 
the Epistle about Coroticus ;" " As deduced from the 
Confession." "-4^ deduced from the Confesdon^U 
Why, so far from deducing the date of St. Patrick's 
" Mission from the Confession," Dr. Todd distinctly 
assumes, as the basis of his argument from it, that the 
date of Patrick's mission is fixed and decided. But 
Dr. Todd is subtle, and may possibly attempt to 
cast dust in our eyes by replying, that he has not 
assumed the date of Patrick's mission as fixed, but 
as ranging between 440 and 460. What follows? 
Does not Dr. Todd extend the limits of St. Patrick's 
birth from A.D. 395 to 415? Add forty-five years 
to either of these, or to any intermediate year, and 
the earliest year of Patrick's consecration would still 
be 440, and may be any year later, down to 460. 
This is all that Dr. Todd cares for," since it is enough 
to overthrow the truth of St. Patrick's mission from 
Pope Celestine. But to deduce this from the " Con- 
fession," as he has deduced it — rather has attempted 
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to deduce it — is to assume as a premise in his argu- 
ment that very conclusion which he has undertaken 
to establish by this self-same argument. 

With such an imposing groundwork for his 
" theory/' and after an admission extorted from him, 
by the evidence of history, that the " Irish annals, 
with singular unanimity, give A.n. 432 as the date 
of his consecration and arrival as a bishop in Ire- 
land,"* we may feel assured that Dr. Todd will never 
satisfactorily establish, from any existing records, 
his adopted scheme of a different chronology. Hence, 
we find nothing but some very special pleading, and 
some subtle but not solid criticism in the trivial 
arguments on which his " theory " rests. 

I do not consider it necessary to lay before the 
reader the frivolous arguments derived from a sup. 
posed older chronology than that unanimously 
adopted by Irish annalists, by which Dr. Todd has 
attempted (pages 394-398) to impugn St. Patrick's 
Roman mission. The " traces " of this earlier chro- 
nology, which he has most ingeniously discovered, 
are to be found only in the evidently distorted mean- 
ing of the text of one writer ; in the uncertain date 
of a battle recorded by another ; in an unsuccessful 
attempt to make a third writer contradict himself ; 
in the convenient mistake by which Sen-Patrick is 
confounded with our great Apostle ; and, finally, in 
Dr. Todd's infallibility in fixing the meaning of a 

* "Memoir," p. 393. 
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text of a curious ancient Tract, which text, however, 
must be understood in a very different sense. Are 
the " traces " of such a chronology, resting on such 
arguments, to efface from early Irish history the 
most fixed, and invariable, and important part of its 
chronology ? Is the year 432, admitted, as Ussher 
observes, by Irish writers unanimously ^ and, according 
to Dr. Petrie, by all authorities^ as the date of St. 
Patrick's arrival in Ireland, to be displaced by a 
" theory," supported by arguments that appeal much 
more to the credulity than to the common intelli- 
gence of the reader ? Surely, if ever a new edition 
of the "Curiosities of Literature" shall appear, the 
singular attempt which the author of the " Memoir " 
has made to overthrow Patrick's Eoman mission on 
chronological grounds, must, unless its merits be 
entirely overlooked, find a place in the collection. 
Whoever is concerned to see a serious refutation of 
these curious pages of the " Memoir," will do well 
to consult Dr. Moran's most valuable and learned 
" Essays."* 

After a vain attempt to prove, by arguments 



* See Essays on the Origin^ 
Doctrines, and Discipline of the 
Early Irish Church, by the Rev. 
Dr. Moran, Vice- Rector of the 
Irish College, Rome ; 8vo, Dub- 
lin, 1864 ; c. vi. p. 6^, sq. Dr. 
Moran thinks it necessary to 
apologise, at p. 64, for having 



wasted so much time in refuting 
such trivial arguments. " Were 
we," he says, " examining the 
opinions of another author, we 
should not have wasted so much 
time in refuting such tiivial 
arguments.'' 
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derived from the silence of some early records, and 
certain supposed dates of others, that St. Patrick 
received no ecclesiastical training under St. Germain, 
and had no commission from Pope Celestine, Dr. 
Todd carries his assault against the strength of the 
direct and unanimous testimony of our Apostle's 
numerous biographers, in support of these two most 
important events in his life. How does Dr. Todd con- 
duct this attack ? He assumes that the original nar- 
rative of the life of Patrick has been largely interpo- 
lated ; and that this fault is common to Place's Hymn 
and Scholiast, to the other Lives published by Colgan, 
and to the Life of Patrick preserved in the " Book of 
Armagh." This fault was not a casual one. It was a 
deliberate historical fraud, expressly devised by the 
interpolators for the purpose of " exalting their hero."' 
The biography of Palladius, " alio nomine Patricius," 
supplied them with the means of effecting their 
object, and gave to the interpolated story the appear- 
ance of ancient support. The discrepancies of these 
later Lives throw discredit upon the facts which they 
describe, especially as it is found that these contradic- 
tions lie not only between the narratives of different 
Lives, but are frequently to be met with in different 
parts of the very same Life. 

The identity which we discover between the ad- 
ventures of Palladius and Patrick, is a proof that 
their Acts were confounded together, and that the 
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biographers of our Apostle foisted into their account 
events borrowed from the narrative of Palladius. 

To these diflSculties, which are not at all new, I do 
not purpose to reply at any length, but will content 
myself with offering some principles of solution. It 
is very evident that Dr. Todd not only derived his 
theory concerning the time of the advent of Patrick 
from Tillemont, but has also adopted the opinion of 
this distinguished historian, that very few of our early 
records, and none of our early biographers, of St. 
Patrick, can be relied upon as suflScient evidence of 
historical truth ; and that the few that can be trusted 
furnish no grounds for an education under Germain, 
or for a mission from Celestine. It is unnecessary 
to repeat here that Tillemont is far from being a 
decisive authority on the value of documents and 
records of which he knew so little. Let us now 
consider how far his opinion is strengthened by the 
reasoning of his follower and copyist. 

Dr. Todd contends that the Lives of Patrick have 
been garnished with interpolations (the " Connexion 
with St. Germain,'' and the "Roman mission,'' 
especially included) from the Acts of Palladius. 
The identity of many incidents in both their lives, 
the discrepancies among Patrick's biographers, and 
their determination, at all hazards, to " exalt their 
hero," and some other like arguments, are brought 
forward, as we have already observed, to support this 
opinion. We offer but a few remarks in reply. 

A striking similarity between the known Acts of 
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Palladius and those attributed to St. Patrick, is no 
proof of interpolation, or of a confusion of diflferent 
lives. For a great similarity must naturally be found 
to exist between the adventures of two bishops, 
consecrated for the same mission, acting under the 
same authority, travelling by the same route, and 
encountering the same difficulties. Discrepancies 
among many witnesses, all of whom agree as to the 
substance of the facts, are not only no evidence of 
their untruthfulness, but by proving that there has 
been no collusion between them, and that they stand 
forth as so many independent authorities, are justly 
regarded as a strong circumstance calculated to win 
our assent. The diflferences found in the biographers 
of St. Patrick, are precisely those to which the chrono- 
logical and topographical details of his life may very 
naturally have given rise ; especially at the period in 
which those writers lived, when dates and places had 
peculiar difficulties for the historian. It should also be 
borne in mind, that as these biographers told their story 
as they found it in earlier records, their want of nice 
discrimination in selecting from these sources, and in 
comparing the extracts of which they made use, has 
given a fragmentary and patchwork character to 
their writings, and, perhaps, laid them open to the 
charge of inconsistency. Let us suppose that no 
unerring records of the greater part of the life, labours, 
and journeys of St. Paul, had come down to us in 
the Acts of the Apostles, is it not manifest to all who 
have any acquaintance with such subjects — to all 
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who are aware how little that is not disputed we know of 
the history of many of the Apostles — that the conflict- 
ing accounts transmitting to us the proceedings of the 
great Apostle of the Gentiles, would have furnished 
such critics, as Dr. Todd proves himself to be in the 
present question, with grounds for rejecting as wholly 
untrue such discordant narratives ? 

Nothing can be more extravagant than the suppo- 
sition of such a deliberate purpose on the part of his 
biographers to exalt the character of our Apostle by 
fradulent means, as Dr. Todd contends must be im- 
puted to them. If they considered it necessary to claim 
for him a Roman mission, why should they have all 
conspired to claim it in those circumstances only in 
which it was, according to Dr. Todd, impossible for 
him to have had it ? Why is it that they inform us 
that Patrick had his mission from the same Pope 
who commissioned Palladius, notwithstanding the 
alleged difficulty or impossibility of reconciling the 
mission and labours of Palladius with the narrow 
space of time to which they must be confined in the 
supposition that our Apostle received his commission 
from Celestine? They surely could have easily 
avoided this embarassment, by asserting that our 
Apostle had his mission from Pope Sixtus, the suc- 
cessor of Celestine. The object of " exalting their hero" 
would be thus attained, since a commission from Sixtus 
would be no less honourable than a commission from 
Celestine. 

Either these dishonest panegyrists saw an impos- 
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sibility in two commissions being granted within so 
short a period by the same Pope to two different 
bishops sent to the same destination, or no such im- 
possibility occurred to them. In the first supposition, 
how has it happened that they should have recorded 
such details of the life of Palladius as exhibit the 
contradiction into which they have voluntarily fallen ? 
It is not usual with writers, who are unscrupulous 
enough to distort facts, to expose their own impos- 
ture, and to do this by an unnecessary and easily 
avoided narrative of such events as clearly convict 
them of open falsehood or very gross misrepresenta- 
tion. But in the second supposition, how can it be 
said that the commissions of Palladius and Patrick 
are evidently irreconcilable ? Would not that evident 
contradiction have occurred to some of the many 
writers who attest the fact of the two commissions, or 
to some of those many able and acute historians who 
have carefully investigated all the evidence in favour 
of Patrick's mission from Celestine ? 

Dr. Todd has no authority for asserting, at page 
303, "that the Irish biographers of St. Patrick felt 
themselves compelled to shorten the life of Palladius, 
in order to make room for the new commission to 
succeed him, which they assume to have been given 
to St. Patrick by Pope Celestine."* He has himself 
pronounced the Scotch and North British traditions 
respecting Palladius to be comparatively modern and 

* " Memoir," p. 298. 
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unauthentic, and yet it is such traditions alone that 
afford any sufficient grounds for the difficulty which, 
he supposes, forced the Irish biographers to corrupt 
this part of our history ; to transfer most unscrupu- 
lously the acts of Palladius to Patrick, and hopelessly 
to confuse the lives of the two bishops. 

The fact that Palladius was also called Patrick, and 
that many more Patricks are mentioned at this period 
of Irish history, cannot be reasonably supposed to 
wrap in obscurity or uncertainty the leading events 
of our great Apostle's life. For these events are unani- 
mously recorded by a number of independent wit- 
nesses, who, although differing as to details, agree in 
substance. Moreover, these early biographers appeal 
to the unanimous testimony of yet earlier writers, of 
whom some were contemporaneous with St. Patrick 
himself. Hence it is, that notwithstanding Dr. Todd's 
efforts to break down the witnesses of Patrick's mis- 
sion from Celestine, and of his education under 
Germain ; notwithstanding his attempt to cast dis- 
credit on these witnesses, by culling out the most 
damaging legends which they record ; notwithstand- 
ing his boldness of conjecture and confidence of 
assertion, he has failed to prove that these Irish 
biographers have materially contradicted themselves, 
or one another, on these two important heads ; or to 
show, on any trustworthy authority, or by evidence 
of argument, that these facts cannot be true. To 
require reasonably of us to reject these facts. Dr. 
Todd should make known to us upon what indis- 
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pu table evidence he repudiates the unanimous testi- 
mony of all ancient Irish historians, who profess to 
record these facts as transmitted to them by still 
older authorities. This array of witnesses, it must 
be argued, who profess to do no more than hand 
down to posterity the facts of history received from 
those who preceded them, has a kind of prescriptive 
right to be credited, unless that right be voided by 
some clear evidence of a possibility of their being 
deceived, or of the probability of so many writers, 
though often differing with each other, yet conspiring 
together to impose upon the credulity of their readers. 
To say, therefore, that all our most ancient narratives 
have been tampered with and interpolated, and to 
assert that no ancient trustworthy author has coun- 
tenanced Patrick's Roman mission and connexion 
with St. Germain, is to hazard a bold statement 
without any sufficient proof, and to reject facts sup- 
ported by the whole tradition of the Irish Church, 
without a single dissentient voice, from the fifth to 
the twelfth century. 

Dr. Todd has passed a rather severe censure* on 
Lanigan's attempt at reconciling the conflicting 
accounts of St. Patricks early biographers, and 
does him an injustice in regarding him as pledged 
by his education and prejudices to uphold the Roman 
mission and ecclesiastical education of our Apostle. 
For it cannot, with truth, be said that he was 

* " Memoir," p. 334. 
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pledged either to the mission from Celestine, or 
to the training under St. Germain, by the force 
of any peculiar views or special prejudices, since 
Tillemont has denied both points. There is pro- 
bably a little more fiction and legend, in not a few of 
the views urged, with great confidence, by Dr. Todd, 
than in Lanigan's theory, which Dr. Todd has not hesi- 
tated to condemn as incapable of bearing the ordeal of 
modern criticism. One brief remark on the sound- 
ness of Dr. Todd's opinion as to the bearing of 
the fact of Patrick's Roman commission on the 
controversy between Protestants^ and Catholics, con- 
cerning the doctrine of Papal Supremacy. It is 
strange, indeed, that Dr. Todd could for one moment 
think of comparing the missions of Palladius and 
Patrick, who were sent to Ireland by Celestine, or of 
Augustine, whom Gregory the Great sent to England, 
with the mission, such as it was, of Dr. Colenso to 
South Africa, by the late Most Reverend John Bird 
Sumner, Archbishop of Canterbury. Because, 1**. 
Missions of this latter kind distinctly assume that 
Canterbury gives no jurisdiction, but, at best, a mere 
recommendation. 2^ When Palladius and Patrick 
received their mission from Celestine, and Augustine 
from Gregory, no one acquainted with the histoiy of 
the Church can doubt that the Supremacy of the 
Pope was acknowledged in the East and West; just 
as no one doubts that the Archbishops of Canterbury 
never claimed authority beyond the sphere of their 
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metropolitical or legatine jurisdiction.* 3®. It is in 
the erection of new dioceses, or the re-modelling of 
dioceses already established, and in the adjustment of 
the many disputes which sprung up in connexion of 
the rights of sees, that we discover an early and 
most important proof of that supreme jurisdiction 
that was transmitted from Peter to his Successors in 
the Apostolic Chair of Eome. We must, then, pro- 
nounce that opinion to be erroneous, which asserts 
that the fact of St. Patrick having had a commission 
from Pope Celestine, is of no importance in a pole- 
mical point of view. 

INCOMPLETENESS OF THE " MEMOIR " OF ST. PATRICK. 

VI. With all that Dr. Todd has written concerning 
our Apostle, we are left strangely at a loss to know 
whether the form of Christianity, which he introduced 
into our island, in the fifth century, was in harmony or 
at variance with Catholicity as then prevailing in the 
East and West, and as still prevailing in all Churches 
in connexion with the Chair of Peter. If such early 
Irish records as Dr. Todd could rely upon did not 
enable him to satisfy himself as to the doctrine and 

• Legatine jurisdiction, — See p. 579, sq. ; Ferraris, ad Voc. 

Reiffenstuel, /w^f. Canon, Univ. Romas. 1 766 ; Dictionnaire En- 

Tom. I. Lib. I. Decret. Tit. xxx. cyclopedique de la Theol. 

De Officio Legati. Monachii, Oath, traduit de TAllemand par 

1702; Devoti, Instil. Canon, I. Goschler. Paris, 1861, ad Voc. 

Edit, qnarta Gandensis, 1846, Ligats ; or, Kirchen-Lexikon, 

Tom. I. p. 172 ; Bouix, Tract, oder Encyklopadie der katho- 

cfeCwna-^owana, Parisiis, 1859, lischon Theologie ; Freiburg im 

Pars iv. De Legatis a Latere, Breisgau, 1 65 1 , ad Voc. Lc^a^^n. 
Nuntiis, Vicar. Apos. ac Protonot. 
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discipline introduced by our Saint, would it be too 
exacting to require of him, as the biographer of St. 
Patrick, to have made an attempt to supply this de- 
ficiency from collateral sources ? The conversion of a 
country ought not to be described as an isolated fact, 
particularly if the records of the country be meagre 
and unsatisfactory. That fact — the conversion of a 
country — in such a case especially, should be sur- 
rounded with all its important circumstances of time, 
of place, and of persons. What were the principal 
religious features of the age when a country was con- 
verted to Christianity ? with what other nations did 
it stand in close relations ? what was the nature of 
those relations ? to what persons, native or foreign, 
must its conversion be mainly traced ? whether foreign 
Churches were connected at any time, and how long, 
with the newly.founded Church ? — these, and many 
more similar questions, should find an answer in such 
a work as Dr. Todd has undertaken to write. It is 
precisely what he has ably done in many parts of his 
Introduction. The canons of distant Churches, and 
the customs of foreign countries, foreign history, 
foreign biography, have been repeatedly explored by 
him with a view to the illustration of many important 
topics of our early history. Why has not Dr. Todd 
taken the same pains to give more fulness to the 
principal character of his " Memoir" ? Why has he 
not given to his readers the benefit of his extensive 
erudition and splendid opportunities, by supplying 
the defects of native annals on points of the deepest* 
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interest, by those aids which are undoubtedly to be 
met with in the history of the period of Patrick's 
arrival in Ireland? It could not be that he was 
deterred by the labour which such a course would 
impose. Could it be that he declined what seems to 
be an obvious duty, because he felt that the biography 
of our Apostle, thus filled up and illustrated from con- 
temporaneous history, must have brought out many 
views which he, as a sincerely attached member of the 
Reformation, could not adopt ? 

From the preceding remarks we conclude, and we 
trust that every impartial reader will recognize the 
justness of the inference, that the estimable author of 
the " Memoir " has not always sustained his views by 
convincing arguments. His theories have, indeed, 
much more of novelty than solid truth to recommend 
them ; his facts are often uncertain or purely ima- 
ginary ; his arguments not unfrequently specious and 
unsound ; his conclusions, sometimes, nay, many times, 
untrue. His mode of recasting ancient Irish history 
may please the superficial, and will, no doubt, impose 
upon many, yet the thoughtful and judicious will hesi- 
tate to accept it. It is far, very far, from my wish to 
deny to Dr. Todd an impartial spirit in the design of 
his learned work ; still, in reviewing the work itself, 
we cannot fail to notice the almost undisguised eager- 
ness of the writer to say something new upon an old 
and threadbare subject. He is evidently anxious to 
advance new views, or, at least, new arguments, where 
he has been anticipated by one or two earlier writers 
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in novelty of opinion. Neither can we fail to discover 
the higher pretensions of the work, in his attempt, bj 
the aid of peculiar views and peculiar and skilfully- 
arranged arguments, to restore, after his own fashion, 
even from its very foundations, what he regards as the 
unsound and crumbling fabric of Ireland's ancient 
ecclesiastical history. 

We have, we presume, said enough to show that 
Dr. Todd's claim to be considered a trustworthy re- 
former of this portion of our history may be fairly 
questioned. If further evidence be needed to prove 
that he has yet something to learn to qualify himself 
for the onerous task which he has undertaken, it is 
only necessary to call attention to some other very 
obvious mistakes which are culled out, almost casually, 
from a large number of errors, that cannot be easily 
reconciled with Dr. Todd's well-deserved reputation 
for ability, industry, and research. 

1**. At page 37, we are told that "a coenobitic associ- 
ation (not always rigidly confined to one sex) seemed 
the natural and almost the only means of mutual pro- 
tection." Now the assertion contained in the paren- 
thesis of the preceding passage is absolutely without 
foundation, and is calculated to betray some careless 
or badly-informed readers into the very same misap- 
prehension as that under the influence of which the 
author wrote it down. Such mixed societies of coeno- 
bites never existed in the Church. The monastic life 
altogether and necessarily excludes such associations. 
To assert the contrary is to misapprehend entirely the 
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state of those religious, who, in the earlier ages of the 
Church, were not yet cloistered within the walls of a 
convent, and not to know that the institutions, called 
double monasteries, were establishments in close prox- 
imity, indeed, owing to the perilous state of the times, 
but whose inmates observed a complete separation.* 

2®. Again, at page 83, Dr. Todd asserts that " the 
practice of Irish or Scotic Churches in regard to 
Easter, proves that they had not received, if they had 
even heard of, the Nicene decision upon that subject ; 
and there is, therefore, no difficulty in supposing them 
equally ignorant of the rule which prohibited the con- 
secration (of a bishop) by a single bishop only." 
And in note 2, same page, he adds, that " the Nicene 
decision seems to have been no more than this, that the 
Church should continue to take the time of Easter 
from the Patriarch of Alexandria. No decree or rule 
for determining Easter is now to be found in the 
canons of the Council." It would not be easy to find 
so many loose assertions and erroneous inferences in 
as many lines of any other historical work of some 
pretensions to scholarship or even ordinary exactness, 
(a) The practice of the Scottish Churches in regard 
to Easter, is no proof that they had not received the 
Nicene decision. Any one who has studied the 
Paschal controversy ,t must know that this practice 

* See Thomassinus, Vet. et f See Cardinal. Nobis, Opera, 

Nov, Ecc. Disdplina. Pars I. 5 tomi., fol. Veronae, 1729, in 

Lib. III. c. xlv. n. 10, and c. Dissertat. de Paschali Latinorum 

Ixiii. n. 1. cyclo an, 84, torn. IL ; Natalis 
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was not irreconcilable with the fact, that the decision 
of Nicsea had been not only known but received by 
the early Church in Ireland. And a very slight 
acquaintance, indeed, with the means adopted to make 
known to every part of the Christian world the decrees 
of the Council of Nicsea ; with the importance that 
has been ever attached to its decisions ; and with the 
close connexion of the Irish Church, from its com- 
mencement, with the Churches of the West, where the 
canons of Nicsea were well known and received, will 
show that it was impossible for the Irish Church of 
the fifth, sixth, and seventh centuries to have been 
ignorant of the canons enacted as early as the year 
325, in the first General Council. 

(6) There i^, doubtless, " no difficulty " in 
making any possible supposition ; but it is quite an- 
other thing to make a gratuitous supposition the sole 

Alexander, Dissert, v. Saec. II. controversiis qua in Ecdesia acci" 

torn. III. Lucae, 1749, p. 362, derunt de celebratione Paschatis; 

sq.; Bede, Hist. Ecc. Gen,AngL Lanigan, vol. II. p. 371, sq. ; 

Lib. II. civ. and Lib. III. c. XXV ; Usshek, Britan. EccL Antiq. 

Bucherius, Comment, in Victorii London, 1687, p. 482, sq. ; 

can. pasch. and Tractatus de Bivgram, Antiq. of the Christian 

pasch. Tudceorum cyclo, Fol. Ant- Churchy Book xx. c. v. s. 4. ; 

verpiae, 1 633 ; Prideaux, Con- Cardinal. Gotti, Hoereses, torn. 

neciion^ fol. 2 vols. London, II. Venetiis, 1750, ad caput 

1718, 5th Edit. Preface, vol. L xxv. '< De Tessarescedecatitis 

and vol. 11. Book iv. p. 180, sq. ; sen Quartodecimxxnis ; Bergier ; 

or, Oxford Edit. 4 vols. 8vo. Encyc. Brit. ; De Morgan, The 

1820, Preface, vol. I. and vol. Book of Almanacks^ London, 

IIL p. 311, sq. ; Smith's Bede, 1851 ; Lardner, the Museum of 

fol. Cantabrigiae, 1722, in Ap- Science and Art, London, 1856. 
pend. Nnm. ix. p. 694 sq. De 
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basis of an argument for or against the existence of 
facts. 

{c) What extraordinary grounds for ignoring the 
decision of Nicsea fixing the time of Easter! — the 
silence of the Acts of the Council, which are unfor- 
tunately lost — the absence of any such enactment 
among the canons of the Council, though we are by no 
means certain that some of these canons have not 
shared the same fate as the Acts. The authentic 
history of the Council and of the Church of the 
fourth century, is quite sufficient to prove that Dr. 
Todd's supposition is not correct. 

3^ At page 84, Dr. Todd proceeds to say : " We now 

speak of the other custom, of ordination per saltum^ 

as it is technically called, or ordination to the higher 

orders without passing through the inferior degrees." 

Having thus explained the phrase "ordinatio per 

saltum,'' Dr. Todd descants upon the usages upon 

this head in Ireland, and in the Church at large. We 

agree with him in believing that there is no evidence 

that there was any such custom in the Irish Church. 

We cannot, however, go farther than this. He is 

undoubtedly in error, when he asserts that Athana- 

sius was consecrated Bishop of Alexandria without 

first receiving the order of priesthood. A like 

statement with regard to Popes Agapetus and Vigi- 

lius we must reject. He falls into many mistakes 

in so confidently informing his readers, that it is 

manifest that in the third century there must have 

been many bishops who had not been ordained to the 

H 
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inferior orders. The source of this haUucination, 
not only on Dr. Todd's part, but also on the part 
of Bingham,* the authority on which he relies, must 
be traced to their ignorance of any other meaning, 
than that already given, of the words " ordinatio per 
saltum," These words, however, have another sense, 
and one which it is impossible for the accurate histo- 
rian to overlook, especially when his inquiries are 
concerned with the early discipline of the Church. 
If Dr. Todd will only take the trouble of consulting 
Morinus,t or Thomassin,t or Hallier,§ authorities 
which he knows how to appreciate, he will discover 
that the phrase, " ordinatio per saltum,'' often signified 
a promotion to higher orders, not without passing 
through the inferior degrees^ but without observing 
the canonical interstices^ or the necessary intervals 
of probation after the reception of a lower, and before 
advancement to a higher, grade in the ministry. Had 
this meaning of the terms, "ordinatio per saltum," 
been attended to, as it should, many misstatements, 
which result from giving to them one interpretation 
exclusively, would have been avoided. St. Gregory 
Nazianzen very distinctly contradicts Dr. Todd's 
statement concerning the great Athanasius. For he 

* See Bingham, Origines Ec- \ See Thomassinus, Vet. et 

desiasticcBf book ii. ch. x. ss. Nov. Ecc. Discip. Pars. I. Lib. II. 

4j 5, 6. cap. xxxvi. § vi. 

t See MoRiNUS, De Sacris § See Hallier, De Sacris. 

Orc^tna^iom'iz^, Pars. iii.Exercit. Elect, et Ordin. in Curs. Compl. 

xi. de Subdiac. et Minor, ordin. Theol. Migne, torn. xxiy. pp. 

cap. ii. § XV. 671-688. 
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tells us that Athanasius was raised to the episcopal 
throne of Alexandria, " cum omnem graduum seriem 
pertransisset;'* 

4^ Dr, Todd asserts, at page 499, that sincere 
conversions from Paganism to Christianity, presup- 
pose in the converts " a clear intellectual apprecia- 
tion " of the Gospel, as compared with their former 
religion. If by this somewhat ambiguous language, 
he is to be understood as implying that a sincere 
conversion to Christianity requires a '* clear intellec- 
tual appreciation " of its doctrines, he undoubtedly 
assigns too much to reason, ignores altogether the 
motives of credibility, and leaves too little to the 
operation of grace. This view, as put forward by 
Dr. Todd, supposes a slow, interminable, and, to a 
great extent, impossible logical process, as necessary 
to be gone through by all who hear the powerful 
word of God, and whose intellects are illuminated 
and wills subdued by the light and strength of the 
singular graces of conversion. These graces, which 



• The original of this extract 
is found in the following passage 
of S. Greg. Naz. The passage is 
80 beautiful that I give it in full : 

T/3a06£9 Be ovTu) Kul TraiBevOe}^, 
u;» eBei 76 kuI vuv Tors \aov 
Trpoari^aeaOai /teWoi/rav, Kai to 
1467a Tov ^piffTov awfia /xcTa^ct- 
pi^eaOaif Kara t^i^ jU^er^dXtji/ rov 
Oeov ftovXi^u T€ Kat irpo^vtoaLVf 
7j iroppuoOev KuiufiaWGiaL rwv 
ue^dXwv TTpw^fiaTtDU tws viroOe' 
<re/9, 7iv fi€<^a\w ptjjuini roinu) 



e7*:aTo\67eToi, Kal iwv 677ifoV- 
twv eiH rw if^f^i^ovri OeiJu rfiverat, 
Kui T^9 Upa^ d^iovvrai trraaeu)^ 
re Kal Tafeojs, kui watrau r^v rwv 
ftaOfiwv UKOvXovOiav Sie^eXOwv, 
iva Ttt eV /letriv avvrefito, rrju rov 
\aov irpoehpiav Tr/OTf vcTat, raviov 
Be elireti/f t^s oiKOV/ULevrj^ Tratrtf^ 
iiriaiaaiav, — S. GreG. NAZ.Orat. 

2 1 (Ed. post operam et studiuni 
Monach. Ord. S. Bened. e Con- 
grcg. S. Mauri. Parisiis ap. Paul. 
Mellicr, 1842). Tom. i. p. 389. 
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elevate the soul and lift up its aspirations from earth 
to heaven, disclose, no doubt, the grand and simple 
majesty of God's truth, and the falsehood even of the 
most dazzling and attractive systems of Paganism. 
But Dr. Todd's " clear intellectual appreciation ^ is 
not needed, in the sense that he seems to require, for 
a thorough and most sincere conversion of the poor 
and illiterate of God's household ; nor can it, indeed, 
be had by Christians not less gifted and accomplished 
than Dr. Todd himself. I should like to hear Dr. 
Todd applying his "clear intellectual appreciation'* 
principle to the forty-first verse of the second chapter 
of the " Acts of the Apostles ": — " They therefore that 
received his word were baptized: and there were 
added in that day about three thousand souls ;" or to 
the fourth verse of the fourth chapter of the "Acts": — 
" But many of them, who heard the word, believed : 
and the number of the men was made five thousand." 
The well-known obstinacy of the Jews made, of course, 
their " clear intellectual appreciation " of Christianity 
an easy task. 

5^ No one can have carefully perused the 
" Memoir," without feeling a deep impression on his 
mind that Dr. Todd either has very clouded and 
unsettled notions on the nature of the connexion of 
the Church in Ireland, before the Reformation, with 
the See of Rome ; or, if he could speak out more 
distinctly on the subject, has thought it well to 
conceal or obscure what he had to say. What he 
seems to assert in one part of his work, he contra- 
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diets in another. A cordial political union between 
Churches he appears to regard as essential an element 
of unity as their agreement in doctrine and disci- 
pline. This extraordinary principle has led Dr. Todd 
to results which are quite untrue, and altogether 
undeserving of serious refutation. His theory of 
*' an absorption " of the two Churches — the Church 
of the mere Irish and that of the Anglo-Irish — into 
the Church of the Eeformation, and of a third Church, 
deriving its succession from a foreign source, spring- 
ing up at the same time, is merely asserted without 
any attempt at proof. That it is incapable of proof, 
or at all consistent with the facts of history, might 
be readily proved here, if the task did not lie out- 
side the course which we have marked out for our- 
selves. On this head, however, we are happy to be 
able to refer, for able refutations of the " absorption ^ 
theory, to the works of two highly-distinguished 
Catholic authors.* 

After our careful perusal of the " Memoir," we are 
persuaded that, notwithstanding Dr. Todd's undoubted 



* See Rev. Dr. Mohan's 
History of the Catholic Arch- 
bishops of Duhliriy Appendix 
to Introduction, pp. 172-190; 
Dublin, 1864. The second work 
to which we refer is not yet 
published, but is at press, and 
will appear immediately. It 
contains several Essays on Irish 
Ecclesiastical History, by the 
late Rev. Dr. Kelly, of May- 



nooth College. It is to the last 
Essay of this collection, which 
treats of the Irish Bishops of 
the Reformation period, that I 
would particularly invite the 
attention of the reader. Rev. 
Dr. McCarthy, the learned 
Editor of the " Eenehan Colleo" 
tionSy^ edits the new collection 
of Essays, which we may expect 
in a few days. 
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claims to high consideration as a scholar of extensive 
learning, deep research, and honest purpose, he has 
given abundant evidence in the work which we have 
been examining, that his task would have been more 
successfully performed had his extensive learning ex- 
panded in more than one direction ; had his researches 
been conducted with more patient labour and closer 
observation ; and had his honesty not been somewhat 
controlled by the silent and almost imperceptible, 
yet not, therefore, the less potent, influence of his 
prejudices. He has, as it appears to me, availed 
himself but little of the light which the study of the 
general history of the Church affords to every scholar 
who cares to examine closely the conditions of the 
early Church in Ireland. He has treated his subject 
in much too isolated a form, as if Christianity in Ire- 
i land was a thing indigenous to the soil, and was not 

derived from some foreign source. The events of 
Irish history he has kept too much apart from the 
circumstances in the midst of which they occurred. 
He has not sufficiently attended to that canon for the 
guidance of a writer on history, which we have already 
quoted from Niebuhr, and which tells a very plain 
truth, that, " without a knowledge of the circum- 
stances in the midst of which events take place, the 
study of history is altogether useless.''* Hence, his 
views are not supported with that strength of argu- 
ment which enforces conviction. He has, perhaps, 



* See ante, p. 8. 
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shaken and pulled down, or has attempted to pull 
down, a portion of the old structure of Irish ecclesias- 
tical history ; but a new structure, reposing upon a 
solid basis, and built up with enduring solidity, he 
has certainly not substituted. His very principles of 
reconstruction are not sound. He is not uniform in 
the strictness of his criticism. He appears in many 
instances to fit* his arguments to his opinions, not to 
form his opinions upon the mere merits of the in- 
quiry. It has been my aim to represent his argu- 
ment in a fair and impartial manner, and to point 
out where I thought them to be defective. My task 
has been, almost exclusively, of this negative kind. 
To attempt more than this would be, as I have already 
stated, inconsistent with the brief and unpretend- 
ing pamphlet-form in which it was considered most 
desirable for my remarks to come before the public. 

If, in the preceding pages, I have been able, with- 
out any misrepresentation of the views and arguments 
of Dr. Todd, to prove to the fullest satisfaction of 
every impartial reader that he is not, as some of 
his panegyrists would describe him, an entirely trust- 
worthy reformer of ancient Irish ecclesiastical history, 
and an authority that cannot be questioned, but that 



* *\(nopia^f eiirep it tt\\o, quicquamexcogitcUumintroditcere, 

ap€T7] ou(pw^ 76 elireiVf Koi firf^ev Does not the " Memoir" too 

irepivevorjfxivov e^ep^iaaaaOai, — frequently give a place to the 

PiiOTii. Ep. Ixiii. Histoiiam, ** wepivevorifiAvovy^ that should 

si quae alia virtus, commendat, be excluded from all serious 

perspicufe omnia enunciare, nee history? 
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he may be, after all, quite as fallible as most other 
writers ; that when he looks most imposing, he is 
often to be least trusted ; and that he has fallen into 
not a few very serious errors ; I shall have every 
reason to hope that I have rendered some slight 
service to the sacred cause of truth — a cause more 
sacred and more hallowed still with Irishmen, who 
know the price that has been paid, during so many 
generations, for the priceless inheritance of the faith 
which, in God's merciful providence, St. Patrick first 
firmly established among us. 



THE END. 
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